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Reso.  No. 

Approved 

Subject 

Summary  

15-0001 

1-13-15 

CS-113B 

Approve  the  Assignment  and  Novation  Agreement  No.  CS-113B,  As-Needed  Laboratory 
Services;  Authorize  an  Assignment  and  Novation  of  the  existing  Contract  from  BioVir 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  to  Institute  for  Environmental  Health,  Inc. 

15-0002 

1-13-15 

CS-231 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-231,  State  Legislative  Representation  and 
Advocacy  Services,  with  Edelstein,  Gilbert,  Robson,  and  Smith,  to  provide  state  legislative 
representation  and  advocacy  services,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $482,000,  and  a time 
extension  of  two  years.  

15-0003 

1-13-15 

CS-232R 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-232R,  Federal  Legislative  Representation  and 
Advocacy  Services,  with  Daryl  Owen  Associates,  Inc.,  to  provide  federal  legislative 
representation  and  advocacy  services,  with  a time  extension  of  two  years,  with  no  change  to 
the  contract  amount. 

15-0004 

1-13-15 

CS-919R 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-919R,  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant 
Long  Term  Improvements  Project  Construction  Management  Services,  with  HDR  Engineering, 
Inc.,  for  additional  construction  management  services,  subject  to  BOS  approval. 

15-0005 

1-13-15 

WW-550 

Accept  work  performed  by  Precision  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WW-550,  20th/Arkansas/ 
Connecticut/Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement 
Renovation;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  for  a time  extension  of  37  consecutive  calendar 
days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0006 

1-13-15 

WW-552R 

Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WW-552R,  Clay,  Cherry,  and  Collins  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement,  Water  Main  Installation  and  Pavement  Renovation,  to  account  for  additional  time 
to  complete  water  main  connections  and  related  disinfection  activities,  extending  the  contract 
duration  by  90  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0007 

1-13-15 

MOA  with  US 
Department  of  the 
Interior  - National 
Park  Service 

Authorize  amendment  to  the  MOA  with  the  US  Dept,  of  the  Interior,  Vosemite  National  Park, 
to  provide  a one-year  extension  and  additional  funding  in  the  amount  of  $4,173,294,  for 
watershed  protection,  environmental  stewardship  and  security.  The  modification  will  extend 
the  MOA  from  July  1,  2015  to  July  1,  2016  and  coincide  with  the  CCSF's  two-year  budget  cycle. 

15-0008 

1-13-15 

Revocable  License 
to  San  Mateo 
County 

Authorize  a five-year  revocable  license  to  San  Mateo  County  to  use  approximately  80  linear 
feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  2011-1  on  San  Benito  Ave.,  in  North  Fair  Oaks,  CA,  for  two  underground 
eight-inch  high  density  polyethylene  overflow  culvert  pipes,  without  a use  fee. 

15-0009 

1-13-15 

Revocable  License 
to  Rector  Motor  Car 
Company 

Authorize  a five-year  revocable  license  to  Rector  Motor  Car  Company,  to  use  approximately 
10,000  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  23,  located  adjacent  to  California  Dr.,  in  Burlingame,  CA,  for 
parking.  The  annual  use  fee  is  $38,000,  with  four  percent  annual  increases. 
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15-0010 

1-13-15 

PUC. PRO. 0001. 14 

Approve  the  selection  of  Eurofins  Eaton  Analytical;  Award  Agreement  No.  PUC.PR0.0001.14, 
As-Needed  Laboratory  Analytical  Services,  to  provide  as-needed  reference  laboratory  testing  of 
drinking  water,  wastewater,  groundwater,  soils,  sediments,  solids,  hazardous  waste,  and  biota, 
for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $3,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  three  years. 

15-0011 

1-13-15 

CS-1004A  & B 

Approve  the  selection  of  Carollo  Engineers/Lee  Inc.,  JV,  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.;  Award 
Agreements  No.  CS-1004A  and  CS-1004B,  Engineering  Design  Services  for  Oceanside  Plant,  to 
provide  specialized  engineering  design  services  for  the  SSIP  projects  at  the  Plant,  each  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $3,500,000,  and  with  a duration  of  seven  years. 

| 15-0012 

1-13-15 

CS-366 

Approve  the  selection  of  AECOM;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-366,  Emergency  Planning,  Technical 
Assistance  and  Training  Support  to  provide  updates  to  emergency  plans,  emergency , exercise 
support,  and  emergency  preparedness  training  to  SFPUC  employees,  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $2,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  four  years. 

15-0013 

1-13-15 

Real  Estate 
Guidelines 

Approve  revised  Real  Estate  Guidelines  to  set  forth  SFPUC  policies  and  real  estate  practices; 
Delegate  authority  to  enter  into  certain  leases,  licenses,  and  real  estate  related  MOU. 

15-0014 

1-13-15 

Interim  Water 
Pipeline  ROW  Use 
Policy 

Approve  the  Interim  Water  Pipeline  ROW  Use  Policy  for  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara  and  Alameda 
Counties,  as  an  amendment  to  the  Real  Estate  Guidelines;  Approve  the  ROW  Integrated 
Vegetation  Management  Policy  amendment. 

15-0015 

1-13-15 

CS-371 

Approve  Amendment  No.l  to  Agreement  CS-371,  to  renew  approximately  25  youth  project- 
based  service  learning  grant  agreements  to  support  disadvantaged  SF  high  school  youth  who 
will  engage  in  SFPUC  project-based  service  learning  opportunities  during  the  summer  of  2015, 
increasing  the  cumulative  agreement  amount  by  $350,000,  and  with  a non-consecutive  time 
extension  of  six  months  per  agreement. 

15-0016 

1-13-15 

CS-998C 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-998C,  As-needed  Geotechnical  Services,  with 
Treadwell  & Rollo/RYCG,  JV,  extending  the  agreement  duration  for  four  years. 

15-0017 

1-13-15 

WD-2621R 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2621R,  SF  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations,  in  the  amount  of 
$14,955,100,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Western  Water 
Constructors,  to  construct  the  Lake  Merced  Well  Station,  the  South  Sunset  Well  Station,  the 
West  Sunset  Well  Station,  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Central  Well  Station,  and  the  pH  Adjustment 
Building  at  Sunset  Reservoir. 

15-0018 

1-13-15 

WD-2668 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2668,  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery,  in  the  amount  of 
$42,980,047,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Ranger  Pipelines,  to 
construct  13  groundwater  well  facilities  including  chemical  treatment  equipment,  tanks, 
pumping  systems  and  associated  pipelines. 
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15-0019 

1-27-15 

CS-388 

Approve  the  selection  of  McBain  Associates;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-388,  River  Ecosystem 
Science  Support,  to  provide  hydrologic,  geomorphic,  biological,  and  other  related  river 
ecosystem  science  support  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  Authorize  a professional  services 
agreement  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $1,500,000  and  with  a duration  of  five  years. 

15-0020 

1-27-15 

WW-548 

Accept  work  performed  by  D'Arcy  & Harty  for  Contract  No.  WW-548,  Avila/Bay/  Beach/ 
Chestnut/Francisco/Jefferson/Scott  Streets  and  Capra  Way  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve 
Modification  No.  2 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by  $55,685,  and  with  a time  extension  of  92 
consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0021 

1-27-15 

WW-565 

Accept  work  performed  by  D'Arcy  & Harty  for  Contract  No.  WW-565,  43rd  Ave/46th  Ave/Geary 
Blvd/O'Farrell/Natoma/Utah  and  London  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract 
amount  of  $2,372,039,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  503  consecutive  calendar  days; 
Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0022 

1-27-15 

10- Year  Water 
Service  Contract 
with  U.S.  DOE 

Authorize  a new  10-year  water  service  contract  with  estimated  revenue  of  $29,865,584  with 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  for  continued  water  service  to  Lawrence  Livermore  National 
Laboratory.  

15-0023 

1-30-15 

MOU  Amendment 
between  SFPUC  and 
LAFCo 

Approve  amendment  to  the  MOU  between  the  SFPUC  and  SF  LAFCo,  extending  the  duties 
performed  by  SF  LAFCo  to  monitor  and  advise  the  SFPUC  and  BOS  regarding  the  progress  of 
CleanPowerSF  development  and  implementation.  Authorize  the  amendment,  with  a term 
extension  of  two  years. 

15-0024 

2-10-15 

CS-298  and  CS-299 

Approve  the  selection  of  Center  for  Natural  Lands  Management  and  Golden  State  Land 
Conservancy  and  award  Agreement  No.  CS-298,  Conservation  Easement  Planning  and 
Conveyance  Agreement  for  Alameda  Watershed,  and  Agreement  CS-299,  Conservation 
Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for  Peninsula  Watershed,  to  conduct  pre- 
closing planning  and  due  diligence  for  conservation  easement  sites.  Authorize  the  Agreements 
for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $70,000  each.  

15-0025 

2-10-15 

CS-943 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-943,  Civil  and  Geotechnical  Engineering 
Services,  with  URS  Corp  to  provide  condition  assessments,  design  and  construction  support  and 
general  technical  services  related  to  dams,  tunnels,  penstocks,  and  other  hydraulic  structures 
for  HHWP;  Authorize  the  amendment  with  a time  extension  of  one  year. 

15-0026 

2-10-15 

HH-935C 

Accept  work  performed  by  Contri  Construction  for  Contract  No.  HH-935C  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
System  Eastern  Segment  and  Other  Facilities;  Approve  Modification  No.  18,  with  a time 
extension  of  408  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment,  subject  to  resolution  of 
outstanding  stop  notice  issues. 
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15-0027 

2-10-15 

HH-954R2 

Accept  work  performed  by  Communication  Services  for  Contract  No.  HH-954R2,  Early  Intake 
Switchyard  Refurbishment;  Approve  Modification  No.  3,  decreasing  the  contract  by  $114,345, 
for  adjustment  to  final  quantity  summary,  to  complete  punch  list  items  and  obtain  final 
completion;  and  a time  extension  of  178  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0028 

2-10-15 

JOC-52 

Award  Contract  No.  JOC-52  for  SF,  Peninsula,  and  the  East  Bay,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of 
$3,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  U.S.  Electric 
Technologies,  Inc.,  to  perform  electrical  contracting  tasks  for  SFPUC  Operations  and  Bureaus. 

15-0029 

2-10-15 

WD-2503R 

Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WD-2503R,  8-Inch  DIM  Installation  on  Jackson, 
Washington,  Sacramento,  and  Davis  Streets,  with  Empire  Engineering  and  Construction  Inc.,  to 
provide  additional  water  and  paving  work  on  Drumm  Street,  increasing  the  contract  amount  by 
$904,554,  and  a time  extension  of  621  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0030 

2-10-15 

WD-2613 

Accept  work  performed  by  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2613,  8-Inch  DIM 
on  23rd  Street  from  Church  St.  to  Hoffman  Ave.;  Approve  Modification  No.  1,  increasing  the 
contract  by  $4,725;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0031 

2-10-15 

WD-2682 

Accept  work  performed  by  Hernandez  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WD-2682,  8-Inch  DIM 
Installation  on  25th  Street,  Noe  Street,  Hoffman  Ave.,  and  Douglass  Street.;  Approve 
Modification  No.  1,  decreasing  the  contract  by  $19,085;  and  a time  extension  of  86  consecutive 
calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0032 

2-10-15 

WW-545 

Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-545, 16th/21st/24th/25th 
Avenues  and  Cabrillo/California  Sts.  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $4,326,756;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0033 

2-10-15 

Revocable  License 
to  Raintree  Fair 
Oaks,  LLC 

Authorize  a revocable  license  to  Raintree  Fair  Oaks,  LLC  to  use  approximately  47,916  square 
feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  No.  158  (Santa  Clara  Co.  Assessor's  Parcel  No.  110-14-189),  adjacent  to  Fair 
Oaks  Business  Park  at  520-592  East  Weddell  Drive  in  Sunnyvale,  CA,  as  a pedestrian  walkway 
and  landscaped  area,  for  a use  fee  of  $5,310  per  month,  for  five  years. 

15-0034 

2-10-15 

Five-Year  Revocable 
Trust  to  St.  Francis 
Center  of  Redwood 
City 

Authorize  a five-year  revocable  license  to  the  St.  Francis  Center  of  Redwood  City  to  use 

approximately  10,600  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcels  2066,  2102,  2103,  2104,  2105  and  2106, 
located  adjacent  to  Marlborough  Ave.  in  Redwood  City,  CA,  for  a community  garden  and 
parking,  for  an  annual  use  fee  of  $125. 

15-0035 

2-10-15 

Issuance  of 
Refunding  Water 
Revenue  Bonds 

Authorize  the  Issuance  of  Refunding  Water  Revenue  Bonds  of  up  to  $450M  to  refinance 
outstanding  Water  Enterprise  Revenue  Bonds,  Series  2006  A and  portions  of  the  Series  2009  A 
and  2009  B Bonds;  Approve  the  form  and  authorizing  the  execution  and  delivery  of  related 
documents;  Authorize  the  sell  in  one  or  more  series  of  bonds  on  either  a competitive  or 
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negotiated  basis;  Delegate  the  GM  authorization  to  award  each  series  of  bonds. 

15-0036 

2-10-15 

SFPUC  10-Year 
Financial  Plan 

Adopt  the  SFPUC  10-Year  Financial  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25. 

15-0037 

2-10-15 

SFPUC  10-Year 
Capital  Plan 

Adopt  the  SFPUC  10-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25. 

15-0038 

2-10-15 

Adjustment  to 
Operating  Budget 

Approve  budgetary  adjustments  to  SFPUC's  Adopted  FY  2015-16  Annual  Operating  Budget. 

15-0039 

2-10-15 

Calendar  Hearing  to 
adopt  Wholesale 
Water  Rates 

Resolution  to  calendar  a Public  Hearing  on  May  12,  2015  to  consider  the  adoption  of 
Wholesale  Water  Rates  for  FY  2015-16,  effective  July  1,  2015. 

15-0040 

2-10-15 

Interruptible  Water 
Service 

Adopt  rules  and  regulations  for  administering  Interruptible  Water  Service,  applicable  to  existing 
and  new  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  to  the  Interruptible  Service  program. 

15-0041 

2-10-15 

Interconnection 
Agreement  with  the 
Port  of  Oakland 

Authorize  the  GM,  together  with  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority,  to  6-9-15enter  into  a long-term  interconnection  agreement  with  the  Port  of 
Oakland 

15-0042 

2-24-15 

CS-297A-D 

Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-297A-D,  As-Needed  Construction  Management  Services,  to  Avila 
Associates  (CS-297A),  CPM-Alta  JV  (CS-297B),  ECS  Inc.  (CS-297C),  and  MCK  Associates  (CS-297D), 
to  provide  CM  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  Authorize  four  professional  services  agreements, 
each  with  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $4,000,000  and  with  a duration  of  five  years. 

15-0043 

2-24-15 

CS-894 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-894,  Pipeline  Condition  Assessment  Services, 
with  CH2M Hill  to  provide  additional  evaluation  of  HHWP  pipeline  facilities;  Authorize  the 
amendment  with  a time  extension  up  to  one  year  and  three  months,  with  no  change  to  the 
agreement  amount. 

15-0044 

2-24-15 

HH-976 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  cost  contingency  for  Contract  HH-976,  Coast  Range 
Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work  with  Trinet  Construction  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  $80,760; 
Authorize  the  GM  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract. 

15-0045 

2-24-15 

JOC-55 

Award  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Electrical  (C-10  License),  Governor  and  Exciter  Systems  for  HH 
Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $5,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  System  3,  Inc.,  to  perform  specialty  high-voltage  electrical 
work  for  HH  Operations,. 

15-0046 

2-24-15 

WD-2695 

Accept  work  performed  by  Trinet  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2695,  AWSS  New 
Cisterns  A;  Approve  Modification  No.  3 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by  $97,963,  to  reconcile 
final  payment  items  to  reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance  bid  items, 
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and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  501  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0047 

2-24-15 

WW-490 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WW-490, 
Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digesters  Class  A Conversion  and  Facility 
Improvements,  with  Shimmick  Construction  Company  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  $680,000;  and 
authorize  the  GM  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract. 

15-0048 

2-24-15 

WW-510R 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-510R,  Schwerin  Street  Sewer  System  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of 
$3,844,353,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction,  to 
install  a new  wet  weather  sewer  and  to  replace  existing  sewers  on  the  subject  street. 

15-0049 

2-24-15 

WW-560 

Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipeline  for  Contract  No.  WW-560,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer 
Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $151,605,  and  with 
a time  extension  of  130  consecutive  calendar  day;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0050 

2-24-15 

Five  Year  Revocable 
License  with 
Tuolumne  County 
Sheriff 

Authorize  a five-year  revocable  license  with  the  Tuolumne  County  Sheriff  to  use  approximately 
247  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  187-1  located  in  unincorporated  Tuolumne  County,  CA  for  its 
personal  communications  services  facility,  with  no  use  fee. 

15-0051 

2-24-15 

DB-126 

Authorize  the  GM  to  advertise  and  request  qualifications  and  subsequent  request  for  proposals 
for  Agreement  No.  DB-126,  WWE  Distributed  Control  System  Upgrades,  to  design  and  construct 
a robust,  reliable  and  secure  wastewater  process  control  system  for  the  WWE  facilities,  for  an 
amount  not-to-exceed  $51,000,000  and  with  a duration  of  15  years;  Receive  proposals  for 
design  build  agreement;  Conduct  a selection  process  to  identify  the  best  qualified  firm  to 
provide  design  build  services;  and  negotiate  a design  build  agreement. 

15-0052 

2-24-15 

CS-1010G 

Approve  the  selection  of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-1010{G),  Front 
Yard  Ambassadors  Grant  Program,  to  provide  program  and  project  management  services  for 
the  Program;  Authorize  the  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $80,000,  and  with  a 
duration  of  one  year,  with  an  option  to  renew  the  grant  up  to  two  years  to  Commission 
approval. 

15-0053 

2-24-15 

Program  to  License 
SFPUC  Street  Light 
Conduits 

Approve  a revenue-generating  program  to  license  existing  SFPUC  street  light  conduits  for  the 
installation  of  wiring  to  support  outdoor  distributed  antenna  systems  by  telecommunications 
carriers  using  licensed  spectrum  and  third-party  hosts  certificated  by  the  CPUC;  Authorize 
Conduit  Licenses  for  SFPUC  Conduit  at  SFMTA  poles  between  the  CCSF  and  as  yet-to-be 
determined  telecommunications  carriers  and  approve  the  form  of  the  Conduit  License;  Approve 
an  amendment  to  the  2015  SFPUC  Real  Estate  Guidelines  to  address  a delegation  of  authority 
for  the  Street  Light  Conduit  License  Program  to  the  GM. 
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15-0054 

2-24-15 

CS-918 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-918,  New  Irvington  Tunnel  Project,  CM 
Services,  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald,  to  continue  providing  CM  services  for  the  construction  of 
the  tunnel;  Authorize  the  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $2,000,000,  and  with  a 
time  extension  of  one  year,  subject  to  the  BOS  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.118. 

15-0055 

2-24-15 

CS-911R 
(Amendment  2) 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  CM  Services,  CDRP,  with  Black  and 
Veatch,  to  provide  ongoing  CM  support  during  construction  and  project  close-out;  Authorize 
the  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $30,000,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up  to  two 
years,  10  months. 

15-0056 

2-24-15 

CS-911R 

(Amendment  2-A) 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2-A  to  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  CM  Service,  CDRP,  with  Black  and 
Veatch,  to  provide  ongoing  CM  management  support  for  a brief  interim  period,  to  avoid 
disruption  to  CM  services  while  Amendment  2 is  under  review  by  the  BOS;  Authorize  the 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $500,000. 

15-0057 

15-0058 

2-24-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0059 

3-10-15 

JOC-44 

Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  JOC-44,  General  Building  (B-License),  for  SF/Peninsula/East  Bay, 
with  GECMS,  Inc.,  dba  Giron  Construction,  to  perform  general  building  and  construction  tasks 
for  all  SFPUC  Enterprise  Operations  and  Bureaus,  increasing  the  contract  by  $500,000,  and  with 
a time  extension  of  365  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0060 

3-10-15 

WD-2750 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2750  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  in  the  amount  of 
$9,210,716,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Engineering/ 
Remediation  Resources  Group,  Inc.  The  contractor  will  excavate  and  off  haul  approximately 
46,500  cubic  yards  of  contaminated  soils,  replace  the  excavated  soils  with  clean  fill,  and  restore 
the  site  to  its  original  grade. 

15-0061 

3-10-15 

WW-546R 

Accept  work  performed  by  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-546R,  15th/16th/18th/  19th 
and  20th  Aves.,  and  California  and  Clement  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement 
Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,046,362.  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0062 

3-10-15 

WW-547 

Accept  work  performed  by  Precision  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WW-547,  Alhambra/Bay/ 
Beach  Streets  and  Mallorca/Retiro/Toledo  Way  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No. 
1 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by  $128,575,  and  with  a time  reduction  of  25  consecutive 
calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0063 

3-10-15 

WW-568 

Accept  work  performed  by  J.  Flores  Construction  for  Contract  No.  WW-568, 18th/25th/35,h/47t 
Aves.,  and  Delancey/Felton/Fern/Hawes/Madrid/Steiner  Streets  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve 
Modification  No.  4 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $94,448;  Authorize  final  payment. 
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15-0064 

3-10-15 

CS-820 

Approve  Amendment  No. 5 to  Agreement  No.  CS-820,  NIT  Project  Engineering  Services,  with 
URS  Corp.,  to  continue  as  design  engineer-of-record  for  the  construction  of  the  tunnel. 
Authorize  the  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,000,000. 

15-0065 

3-10-15 

CS-893 

Approve  Amendment  No.  4 to  Agreement  No.  CS-893,  Systems  Engineering  Services,  with 
CH2M  Hill  to  provide  continued  systems  engineering  services  for  the  WSIP;  Authorize  the 
amendment,  extending  the  agreement  duration  by  one  year. 

15-0066 

3-10-15 

HH-974(E) 

Terminate  for  Convenience,  in  the  best  interest  of  Contract  No.  HH-974(E),  Lower  Cherry 
Aqueduct  Emergency  Rehabilitation  with  Flatiron  West  Inc.,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  contract 
amount  of  $14,000,000,  and  a total  contract  duration  of  468  consecutive  calendar  days. 
Delegate  authority  to  terminate  the  contract  should  negotiations  not  lead  to  a result  that  is  in 
the  best  interest  of  the  SFPUC. 

15-0067 

3-10-15 

WD-2629 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  3 & 4 at  the  Hayward  Fault  Project,  of  up  to  86  consecutive 
calendar  days;  Authorize  future  contract  modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up 
to  1029  consecutive  calendar  days.  The  increase  is  due  to  potential  delays  related  to  differing 
site  conditions  encountered  during  the  installation  of  the  Alameda  County  Water  District  12- 
inch  and  30-inch  pipeline  work. 

15-0068 

3-10-15 

WD-2641R 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WD-2641R, 
Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  Homestead  Pond,  San  Andreas  Reservoir  Wetlands  and  Adobe 
Gulch  Grasslands  Creek,  in  the  amount  of  $522,328,  and  an  increase  in  the  contract  duration  of 
up  to  376  consecutive  calendar  days.  Authorize  future  contract  modifications  for  a total  revised 
contract  amount  up  to  $7,669,451,  and  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  2,223 
consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0069 

3-10-15 

State  Revolving 
Fund  Loan 

Authorize  the  use  of  State  Revolving  Fund  (SRF)  Loans,  in  addition  to  WWE  revenue  bonds,  for 
an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $819,035,941,  to  finance  the  costs  of  all  or  a 
portion  of  certain  WWE  capital  projects;  Authorize  the  reimbursement  of  associated  project 
costs,  including  but  not  limited  to  planning  and  design  with  SRF  loan  proceeds.  Request  action 
to  satisfy  State  SRF  requirements  for  Reimbursement  and  Pledge  Revenue  Resolutions.  Direct 
the  GM  to  submit  to  the  BOS  a proposed  Ordinance  authorizing:  (1)  the  amendment  of 
previously  authorized  debt  issuance  ordinance  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $819,000,000  for  FY 
2014-15  and  FY  2015-16,  to  include  SRF  loans;  and  (2)  delegation  of  authority  to  the 
Commission  to  execute  installment  sales  agreements;  Authorize  the  GM  to  execute  and  deliver 
such  Installment  Sales  Agreements  for  State  Loans,  subject  to  Commission  approval  of  the 

SFPUC  2015  Resolution  Log 
1/11/2016 


Page  8 


SFPUC  2015  Resolution  Log 


terms  of  any  Installment  Sales  Contract  prior  to  execution  and  delivery. 


15-0070 

3-10-15 

Establish 

Groundwater 

Sustainability 

Agency 

Public  hearing  under  CA  Water  Code  Section  10723  and  action  to  establish  the  SFPUC  as  the 
"Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency"  for  the  Downtown,  Marina,  Lobos,  and  South  SF 
Groundwater  Basins,  and  the  northern  portions  of  the  Westside,  Islais  Valley,  and  Visitacion 
Valley  Groundwater  Basins,  located  within  the  City  and  County  of  SF. 

15-0071 

3-10-15 

Groundwater 
Sustainability  Plan 

Adopt  a Resolution  of  Intent  to  prepare  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  North 
Westside  Groundwater  Basin,  located  within  the  City  and  County  of  SF. 

15-0072 

3-10-15 

Support  Job  Training 
Academy  at 
Gleneagles  Golf 
Course 

Adopt  a Resolution  supporting  the  Job  Training  Academy  at  Gleneagles  Golf  Course.  The 
purpose  of  the  Academy  is  to  develop  a training  center  that  link  job  seekers  with  career 
pathways  and  apprenticeship  opportunities  in  a variety  of  skill  sets  and  occupations. 

15-0073 

3-10-15 

Closed  Session  

15-0074 

3-24-15 

WD-2615 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2615,  8-Inch  DIM  on  McAllister,  Fulton  and  Grove  Streets,  in  the 
amount  of  $1,633,030,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared 
Construction. 

15-0075 

3-24-15 

WW-525 

Approve  Modification  No.  10  to  Contract  No.  WW-525,  SEP  Northside  Facility  Reliability 
Upgrades  Phase  II,  with  NTK  Construction,  Inc.,  to  mitigate  vibration  of  the  Return  Activated 
Sludge  pumps  and  motors,  extending  the  contract  duration  by  150  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0076 

3-24-15 

WW-608  (Reject) 

Reject  bids  for  Contract  No.  WW-608,  SEP  Sludge  Thickening  Improvements,  Phase  1;  Re- 
advertise as  Contract  No.  WW-608R,  SEP  Sludge  Thickening  Improvements,  Phase  1. 

15-0077 

3-24-15 

Debt  Management 
Policies/Procedures 

Adopt  Updated  Debt  Management  Policies  and  Procedures. 

15-0078 

3-24-15 

CS-127A 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-127A,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning, 
with  EnerNOC,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing  building  energy  systems  and  building  envelope 
commissioning  oversight  to  all  City-owned  new  construction  and  major  renovations;  Authorize 
increasing  the  agreement  by  $4,000,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years. 

15-0079 

3-24-15 

CS-271 

Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-271,  with  SPUR  to  provide  ongoing 
coordination,  public  outreach,  and  leadership  for  the  Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan;  Authorize  the 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $150, 000, and  with  a time  extension  of  three  years. 

15-0080 

15-0081 

3-24-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0082 

4-14-15 

CS-222 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-222,  High  Efficiency  Clothes  Washer  Rebate 
Initiative  with  PG&E,  to  continue  on-going  program  to  process  and  administer  rebates  to  SFPUC 
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customers.  Authorize  the  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $200,000,  and  with  a time 
extension  of  two  years  and  six  months. 

15-0083 

4-14-15 

CS-372  A-B 

Approve  the  selection  of  Structus  Inc.,  and  SOHA/Bittleston  JV;  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-372A 
and  CS-372B,  Structural  Engineering  Services  for  the  Seismic  Upgrade  of  Facilities  in  the  SSIP. 
Authorize  professional  services  agreements  with  Structus  Inc.,  (CS-372A)  and  SOHA/Bittleston 
JV  (CS-372B),  each  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $2,500,000  and  with  a duration  of  eight  years. 

15-0084 

4-14-15 

HH-978 

Award  Contract  No.  HH-978,  SJPL  No.  1 Replacement  at  Cashman  Creek,  in  the  amount  of 
$513,880,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Trinet  Construction  Inc., 
to  replace  65  linear  feet  of  56-Inch  diameter  pipe  and  associated  concrete  blow-off  structure. 

15-0085 

4-14-15 

JOC-54 

Award  Contract  No.  JOC-54,  Micro  LBE  Set-Aside,  Electrical  forSF,  Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo  and 
Alameda  Counties,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $1,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Mitchell  Engineering,  to  perform  electrical  contracting  tasks 
for  all  SFPUC  Enterprise  Operations  and  Bureaus. 

15-0086 

4-14-15 

WD-2783 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2783,  As-Needed  DIM  Replacement  at  various  locations,  in  the  amount 
of  $6,976,992,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  A.  Ruiz  Construction. 

15-0087 

4-14-15 

WW-503 

Accept  Contract  No.  WW-503,  Richmond  District  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement 
Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,875,439,  and  a with  total  contract  duration  of  411 
consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0088 

4-14-15 

CS-204 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-204,  Engineering  Services,  Fish  Passage 
Facilities  within  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed,  as  a sub-project  to  the  CDRP,  with  URS  Corp., 
to  provide  additional  final  design  and  engineering  support.  Authorize  increasing  the  agreement 
by  $1,964,580,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years  and  four  months. 

15-0089 

4-14-15 

CS-385 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-385,  SJPL  System  Control  Engineering 
Services,  with  Tullis  Engineering  Consultants,  to  complete  system-wide  testing  of  the  SJPL. 
Authorize  the  amendment,  extending  the  agreement  duration  by  one  year  and  11  months,  with 
no  change  to  the  agreement  amount. 

15-0090 

4-14-15 

CS-1019 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-1019,  Administration  of  the  Project  Pull 
Internship  Program  with  the  Japanese  Community  Youth  Council,  to  continue  providing 
administrative  services  and  technical  assistance.  Authorize  increasing  the  agreement  by 
$2,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  four  years. 

15-0091 

4-14-15 

WD-2548 

Approve  an  increase  to  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2548,  Lake  Merced  Pump  Station  Essential  Upgrade,  with  Western  Water  Constructors,  of  up  to 
275  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  future  contract  modifications. 
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15-0092 

4-14-15 

2014-15  OT  Budget 
Supplemental 

Approve  an  increase  to  SFPUC's  FY  2014-15  OT  Budget  to  complete  the  fiscal  year.  Authorize 
the  GM  to  request  the  Mayor  to  submit  a supplemental  appropriation  request  to  the  BOS. 

15-0093 

15-0094 

4-14-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0095 

4-14-15 

AGM  Infrastructure 
Contract 

Adopt  a Resolution  authorizing  the  GM  to  execute  an  employment  contract  for  the  position  of 
Assistant  General  Manager,  Infrastructure,  with  Kathryn  How,  for  a term  of  one  year. 

15-0096 

4-14-15 

WWE  Supplemental 
Appropriation 

Adopt  a Resolution  authorizing  the  GM  to  request  the  Mayor  and  BOS  to  approve  a WWE 
Supplemental  Appropriation  in  the  amount  of  $1.75  million,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  claims 
settlements,  legal  expenses,  litigation  costs,  judgments  and  related  expenses. 

15-0097 

4-28-15 

WW-580 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-580,  OSP,  W2  and  W3  Water  System  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,494,047,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Cal  State  Constructors, 
to  upgrade  the  existing  deficient  and  deteriorated  No.  2 and  No.  3 water  filter  assemblies. 

15-0098 

4-28-15 

MOU  with  Daly  City 

Authorize  MOU  with  the  City  Of  Daly  City  for  Westlake  Pump  Station  Design  Consulting 
Services,  for  the  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project,  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $570,000,  and  with  a duration  not  to  exceed  24  months. 

15-0099 

4-28-15 

Extension 

Agreement  between 
CCSF  and  MID 

Approve  an  Extension  Agreement  between  the  CCSF  and  the  MID  to  extend  the  term  of  the 
Long  Term  Energy  Sales  Agreement  to  the  earlier  of  the  approval  of  a replacement  agreement 
by  both  parties.  

15-0100 

4-28-15 

Extension 

Agreement  between 
CCSF and  TID 

Approve  an  Extension  Agreement  between  the  CCSF  and  the  TID  to  extend  the  term  of  the  Long 
Term  Power  Sales  Agreement  to  the  earlier  of  approval  of  a replacement  energy  sales 
agreement  by  both  parties. 

15-0101 

4-28-15 

Form  of  Preliminary 
Statement  - Power 
Revenue  Bonds 

Approve  the  Form  of  Preliminary  Official  Statement,  as  updated,  for  the  issuance  of  the  Power 
Enterprise's  inaugural  revenue  bonds,  to  fund  a not-to-exceed  principal  amount  of  $48,000,000, 
inclusive  of  financing  costs,  for  Power-related  projects  included  in  the  HHWP  Capital  Plan. 

15-0102 

4-28-15 

Mandatory  water 
restrictions 

Authorize  additional  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  water  use  and  commercial  businesses 

as  required  pursuant  to  the  SWRCB's  Emergency  Regulations  adopted  on  March  17,  2015. 

15-0103 

4-28-15 

Supplemental 
Appropriation  for 
transfer  from  HH 
Fund  Balance  to  CCA 

Authorize  the  GM  to  seek  the  Mayor  and  BOS  approval  of  a $4M  supplemental  appropriation 
from  the  HH  Enterprise  Fund  Balance  for  the  a temporary  transfer  to  the  CCA  Program  fund  to 
meet  the  CCA  short-term  working  capital  needs  during  the  initial  start-up  period. 

15-0104 

15-0105 

4-28-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0106 

5-12-15 

WW-483RR 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WW- 
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483RR,  North  Shore  to  Channel  Force  Main  Drainage  Improvement  and  Pavement  Renovation, 
with  KJ  Woods  Construction  by  214  consecutive  calendar  days.  The  increase  is  needed  for 
additional  and  unforeseen  differing  site  conditions,  utility  conflicts,  and  schedule  delay. 

15-0107 

5-12-15 

Attestation  of 
Veracity 

Approve  an  Attestation  of  Veracity  for  the  SFPUC's  2014  Power  Source  Disclosure  Report. 

15-0108 

5-12-15 

Wholesale  Revenue 
Requirement  and 
Rate  Schedule 

Adopt  the  proposed  Wholesale  Revenue  Requirement  and  rate  schedule  for  FYE  2016,  as 

applied  to  meter  readings  on  or  after  July  1,  2015. 

15-0109 

5-12-15 

CS-932[G].A-C 

Award  of  Agreement  Nos.  CS-392[G].A-C,  K-8  Outdoor  Education  Grants,  to  Climate  Action 
Now!  (CS-392.A);  Community  Grows  (CS-392.B);  and  Education  Outside  (CS-392.C);  to  provide 
outdoor  education  services  to  K-8  students  within  the  SFUSD;  Authorize  the  agreements  in  the 
amount  of  $30,000  (CS-392[G].A);  $30,000  (CS-392 [G] .B);  and  $200,000  (CS-392 [G] .C),  each 
with  a duration  of  one  year,  and  with  an  option  to  renew  up  to  two  additional  years. 

15-0110 

5-12-15 

CS-960(I) 

Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-960(I),  Automatic  Bill  Payment  Enrollment 
Services,  with  STOP  Processing  Center,  to  provide  ongoing  processing/enrollment  services  for 
water  and  wastewater  customers  who  want  their  bills  paid  through  an  automatic  bill  payment 
service.  Authorize  extending  the  term  by  two  years  and  eight  months,  with  no  change  to  the 
agreement  value. 

15-0111 

5-12-15 

Project  No. 
CWWSIPCSSR03 

Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPCSSR03,  Kansas  and  Marin  Streets  Sewer  System  Improvement. 
Authorize  Project  implementation  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law,  subject  to 
BOS  approval  where  required. 

15-0112 

5-12-15 

Rates  and  Schedule 
of  Charges  for  CCA 

Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  regarding  schedules  of  rates  and  charges  of  the 
SFPUC  Power  Enterprise  for  Phase  One  of  the  CCA. 

15-0113 

15-0114 

5-12-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0115 

5-26-15 

Anson  Moran  ACWA 
Board  Region  5 

Adoption  of  a Resolution  in  support  of  the  nomination  of  Anson  B.  Moran  as  a Board  Member 
for  the  Association  of  California  Water  Agencies,  Region  5 

15-0116 

5-26-15 

PRO. 0004. A-B 

Approve  the  selection  of  Hazen  and  Sawyer  and  RMC-SRT,  JV;  Award  Agreement  Nos. 
PR0.0004.A-B,  As-Needed  Wastewater  Process  Engineering  to  Hazen  (PRO. 0004.  A)  and  RMC 
(PRO. 0004. B),  to  provide  specialized  process  engineering  services;  Authorize  two  professional 
services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of 
four  years;  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are  not 
satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer. 
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15-0117 

5-26-15 

WW-583 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WW- 
583,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement  of  up  to  189  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize 
future  modifications  to  the  contract.  . 

15-0118 

5-26-15 

HH-960 

Award  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Don  Pedro  Reservoir  Crossing  115  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission 
Lines,  in  the  amount  of  $5,014,446,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder, 
System  3,  to  replace  existing  lattice  steel  towers  with  new  tubular  steel  monopoles  for  the 
transmission  line  crossings  over  Don  Pedro  Reservoir. 

15-0119 

5-26-15 

Public  Hearing: 
2015-16  Drought 
Program 

Public  Hearing:  To  impose  a 2015-16  Drought  Program  to  achieve  a 10%  system-wide  water  use 
reduction  in  the  SFPUC  retail  service  area  in  response  to  the  State  Water  Resources  Control 
Board's  Emergency  Regulations  adopted  on  May  5,  2015.  Authorize  additional  mandatory 
restrictions  on  outdoor  water  use  as  required  pursuant  to  SWRBC's  Emergency  Regulations. 

15-0120 

5-26-15 

MOA  with  SFUSD  for 
Drink  Tap  Stations 

Authorize  a MOA  with  the  SFUSD  for  the  installation  of  drinking  water  tap  stations  in  SFUSD 
schools,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $263,000,  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 

15-0121 

5-26-15 

MOA  with  SFUSD  for 
Vision  2025 
Strategic  Plan 

Authorize  a MOA  with  the  SFUSD  to  allow  the  use  of  SFPUC  funding  to  support  initial 
implementation  of  SFUSD's  Vision  2025  strategic  plan,  piloted  at  John  O'Connell  High  School, 
for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $450,000,  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 

15-0122 

5-26-15 

CS-1018 

Approve  Agreement  No.  CS-1018,  Academic  Year  Grants  2015-17,  to  support  disadvantaged  SF 
youth  and  young  adults  who  will  engage  in  SFPUC  project-based  service  learning  opportunities 
during  the  2015-16  and  2016-17  academic  years;  Authorize  the  GM  to  solicit  grant  applications 
and  approximately  three  to  six  academic  year  grant  agreements  with  selected  local  community- 
based  nonprofit  organizations  and/or  education  institutions,  for  a cumulative  not-to-exceed 
amount  of  $250,000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years  per  grant  agreement. 

15-0123 

5-26-15 

MOU  with  SFFD  for 
AWSS 

Authorize  a MOU  with  the  SFFD  for  operation,  maintenance,  emergency  response  coordination, 
and  capital  planning  for  the  AWSS,  for  an  annual  amount  not  to  exceed  $150,000. 

15-0124 

5-26-15 

WD-2581 

Approve  an  increase  to  the  existing  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of 
$8,907,454,  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration  contingency  of  69  consecutive 
calendar  days  for  Contract  No.  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel;  Approve  the  addition  of 
corrosion  repairs  in  the  existing  Tunnel  to  the  scope  of  work  up  to  an  amount  of  $250,000. 

15-0125 

5-26-15 

CWWSIPFCDB03 

Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPFCDB03,  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure  Holloway  Green 
Street,  for  the  total  project  amount  of  $6,699,000;  Authorize  Project  implementation  in 
compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law. 

15-0126 

5-26-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0127 

6-9-15 

CS-178 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-781,  Tunnel  Engineering  Services,  BDPL 
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Reliability  Upgrade,  with  Jacobs  Associates,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing  design  support  during 
final  construction  completion  and  closeout  of  the  project;  Authorize  the  amendment,  with  a 
time  extension  of  85  days,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  amount. 

15-0128 

6-9-15 

WW-604 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-604,  As-Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount 
not-to-exceed  $7,192,640,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores 
Construction,  Inc.,  to  replace  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping,  on  an  as-needed  basis,  at 
locations  to  be  determined  within  SF. 

15-0129 

6-9-15 

MOA  with  the 
County  of  Tuolumne 
(Amendment  #1) 

Authorize  amendment  No.  1 to  the  MOA  with  the  County  of  Tuolumne  for  an  amount  not-to- 
exceed  $310,000,  and  to  extend  the  duration  of  the  MOA  from  January  1,  2015  to  July  1,  2016, 
to  allow  the  MOA  to  coincide  with  the  CCSF's  two-year  budget  cycle;  and  continue  providing 
essential  services  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Project  facilities. 

15-0130 

6-9-15 

Revocable  License 
to  San  Mateo 
County 

Authorize  a five-year  revocable  license  to  San  Mateo  County  to  use  approximately  138,000 
square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  2010(1)  in  Menlo  Park,  CA  for  maintaining  an  existing  recreational 
sports  field,  a petanque  court,  and  a parking  lot  and  installing  new  artificial  turf,  for  no  use  fee. 

15-0131 

6-9-15 

CS-289 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  CS-289,  with  The  Laborers'  Training  and  Retraining  Trust  Fund  to 
develop  and  implement  the  Gleneagles  Training  Academy;  Implement  the  Pilot  Bioregional 
Habitat  Restoration  Training  Program;  Authorize  increasing  the  agreement  by  $300,000,  and  a 
time  extension  of  two  years. 

15-0132 

6-9-15 

CS-296E 

Approve  the  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  Contract  No.  CS-296E,  HSIP 
Professional  and  Engineering  Support  Services;  Authorize  an  Assignment  and  Assumption 
Agreement  for  the  existing  Contract  No.  CS-296E,  from  CB&I  Government  Solutions,  Inc.,  to 
PMA  Consultants  LLC. 

15-0133 

15-0134 

6-9-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0135 

6-23-15 

CS-369A-B 

Approve  the  selection  of  ECS  Inc.  (ECS)  and  PMA  Consultants  LLC-Dabri  Joint  Venture;  Award 
Agreement  Nos.  CS-369.A  and  CS-369.B,  Program  Scheduling  and  Cost  Control  Staff 
Augmentation  Services,  to  ECS  (CS-369.A)  and  PMA/Dabri  JV  (CS-369.B),  to  provide  program 
scheduling  and  cost  control  services;  Authorize  two  professional  services  agreements,  each  with 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,750,000  and  a duration  of  five  years. 

15-0136 

6-23-15 

CS-391A-C 

Approve  the  selection  of  Amec  Foster  Wheeler/Sonika  JV,  Black  & Veatch  Corporation,  and 
MWH  Americas,  Inc.;  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-391  A-C,  As-Needed  Operations  and 
Maintenance  Support  Services  for  HHWP  Division,  to  Amec/Sonika  (CS-391A),  BV  (CS-391B),  and 
MWH  (CS-391C),  to  provide  technical  support  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  Authorize  three 
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professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000  and  a 
duration  of  five  years.  

15-0137 

6-23-15 

CS-1000 

Approve  the  selection  of  MWH-AGS  Joint  Venture;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-1000,  as-needed 
Green  Infrastructure  Design  and  Engineering  Services  to  MWH-AGS,  to  provide  specialized 
green  infrastructure  planning,  design,  and  engineering  services  on  an  as-needed  basis; 
Authorize  a professional  services  agreement  with  MWH-AGS  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$2,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  four  years. 

15-0138 

6-23-15 

WD-2779 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2779,  College  Hill  Learning  Garden,  in  the  amount  of  $523,400,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JDB  & Sons  Construction,  to  construct  a 
landscaped  learning  garden  near  the  College  Hill  Reservoir  in  SF. 

15-0139 

6-23-15 

WW-558R 

Accept  work  performed  by  ProVen  Management,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-558R,  As-Needed 
Sewer  Cleaning,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1,752,699,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of 
237  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment. 

15-0140 

' 

6-23-15 

WW-585 

Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipeline  for  Contract  No.  WW-585,  15th/17th/  23rd/44th/47,h 
/Granada/  Meda  and  Oakdale  Avenues  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final), 
increasing  the  contract  by  $21,839,  and  with  a time  extension  of  128  consecutive  calendar  days; 
Authorize  final  payment.  

15-0141 

6-23-15 

WW-590 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-590,  Bryant  Street  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in 
the  amount  of  $1,851,278,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw 
Pipelines,  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  SF. 

15-0142 

6-23-15 

WW-602 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-602, 17th/33rd/37th/  Julian/Revere  Avenues  & Anderson/Ellsworth/ 
Ingalls/Maple/  Moultrie  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,162,725,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipeline,  to  replace  the  existing 
sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  SF. 

15-0143 

6-23-15 

WW-603 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-603,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount 
not-to-exceed  $7,726,050,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  D'Arcy  & 
Harty  Construction,  to  perform  as-needed  main  sewer  replacement  on  short  notice  at  locations 
to  be  determined  in  SF. 

15-0144 

6-23-15 

WW-612 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-612,  Various  Locations  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement 
Renovation,  in  the  amount  of  $4,832,001,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  Precision  Engineering,  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  and  street  pavement  on  the 
subject  streets  in  SF.  

15-0145 

6-23-15 

WW-617 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-617,  As-Needed  Sewer  Cleaning  and  Inspection,  for  a total  contract 
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amount  not  to  exceed  $1,839,350,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder. 
Pipe  and  Plant  Solutions,  Inc.,  to  clean  and  inspect  existing  sewers,  on  an  as-needed  basis,  at 
locations  to  be  determined  throughout  SF. 

15-0146 

6-23-15 

Revocable  License 
to  Sunnyvale  USD 

Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  a five-year  revocable  license  to  Sunnyvale  USD 
to  use  approximately  24,500  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  152  in  Sunnyvale,  CA  for  removing 
existing  play  equipment  and  installing  and  maintaining  a storm  drain,  repaving,  and  restriping, 
for  no  use  fee. 

15-0147 

6-23-15 

MOA  with  Water 
Agencies 

Authorize  a MOA  with  several  of  the  Bay  Area's  largest  public  water  agencies  for  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  to  develop  the  Bay  Area  Regional  Reliability  Plan  which  will  address  water 
supply  reliability  and  drought  preparedness  on  a mutually  beneficial  and  regionally-focused 
basis. 

15-0148 

6-23-15 

WWE  Commercial 
Paper  Program 

Authorize  separate  agreements  to  provide  a Credit  Facility  authorized  under  2002  Proposition  E 
for  the  WWE  Commercial  Paper  Program  with  B of  A and  Bank  of  Tokyo-Mitsubishi  UFJ; 
Authorize  the  GM,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Controller's  Director  of  Public 
Finance,  to  extend  the  term  of  the  Reimbursement  or  Liquidity  Facility  Agreement  with  B of  A 
for  an  additional  two  years  on  substantially  the  same  terms  without  further  Commission 
approval.  The  agreements  replace  expiring  agreements  and  provide  $150,000,000  in  available 
credit  with  total  annual  costs  not-to-exceed  $600,000  over  the  next  two  years.  The  GM  is 
authorized  to  select  the  next  lowest  cost,  responsive  and  responsible  bidder  should  either  of 
the  selected  banks  be  unable  to  meet  City  contracting  requirements,  or  if  negotiations  are 
otherwise  not  successful. 

15-0149 

6-23-15 

Amended  Rules  and 
Regulations  for 
Interruptible  Water 
Service 

Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  amended  rules  and  regulations  for 
administering  Interruptible  Water  Service  during  the  effective  period  of  the  2015-2016 
Drought  Program.  These  rules  and  regulations  are  applicable  to  existing  and  new  retail  irrigation 
customers  who  opt-in  to  the  Interruptible  Service  program. 

14-0150 

6-23-15 

25-Year  Lease  to 
Mission  Valley  Rock 
Co. 

Authorize  a 25-year  lease  to  Mission  Valley  Rock  Co.,  of  approximately  199  acres  of  SFPUC 
Parcels  No.  62  and  65  in  Sunol,  CA  for  water  use  and  management,  aggregate  conveyance, 
overburden  and  fines  placement,  and  reclamation,  for  a rental  rate  of  $60,000  per  year,  plus 
four  percent  annual  rent  increases. 

15-0151 

15-0152 

6-23-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0153 

7-14-15 

WD-2673R 

Accept  work  performed  by  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.  for  Contract  No.  WD-2673R,  As- 
Needed  2012  Annual  Paving  Contract  for  Services  and  Main  Breaks;  Approve  Modification  No. 3 
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(Final),  for  an  adjustment  of  the  contract  amount  to  reconcile  the  actual  quantity  of  work 
performed,  decreasing  the  contract  by  $478,716;  Authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

15-0154 

7-14-15 

PR0.0008 

Authorize  Agreement  No.  PR0.0008,  JOC  Implementation  Services,  with  The  Gordian  Group  for 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000,  and  with  a duration  up  to  five  years,  to  provide  an  SFPUC- 
customized  JOC  system  and  implementation  services. 

15-0155 

7-14-15 

WD-2746 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2746,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  (AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  E,  in  the 
amount  of  $4,316,950,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Azul  Works, 
Inc.,  to  construct  five  new  AWSS  buried  concrete  cisterns. 

15-0156 

7-14-15 

Conveyance  of 
Easement  to  the 
City  of  Modesto 

Recommend  that  the  BOS  approve  the  conveyance  of  an  easement  over  an  approximately 
3,627  square  foot  portion  of  property  on  SFPUC  Parcel  656  to  the  City  of  Modesto;  Authorize  an 
agreement  conveying  the  Easement  to  Modesto  and  an  agreement  with  JWG  McHenry  LLC  to 
pay  the  fair  market  value  of  $35,000.  The  Easement  is  located  in  SFPUC  Parcel  656  adjacent  to 
its  intersection  with  State  Highway  108  (also  known  as  McHenry  Avenue)  between  Claratina  and 
Grecian  Avenues  in  Modesto,  CA  (Stanislaus  Co.  Assessor's  Parcel  No.  082-100-003). 

15-0157 

7-14-15 

WW-628 

Authorize  a request  for  qualifications  and  subsequent  request  for  proposals  for  Agreement  No. 
WW-628,  SEP  New  Headworks  Facility,  a Construction  Manager/General  Contractor  agreement 
(CM/GC),  to  construct  a proposed  new  Headworks  facility  at  the  SEP  for  an  amount  estimated 
to  be  $225,000,000;  Receive  responses  to  RFQ's  and  RFP's  for  said  CM/GC  agreement. 

15-0158 

7-14-15 

Floodwater  Grant 

Management 

Program 

Approve  modifications  to  the  Floodwater  Management  Grant  Program;  Authorize  the  Grant 
Agreements  with  applicants  for  Grant  Assistance  for  Floodwater  Management  for  property 
owners  who  have  an  active  SFPUC  account  for  wastewater  services  under  the  program. 

15-0159 

7-14-15 

CCA  Implementation 
Plan  (Updated  2015) 

Approve  a 2015  Updated  CCA  Implementation  Plan  and  Statement  of  Intent;  Authorize  the  GM 
to  file  the  Plan  with  the  CPUC  for  Certification.  

15-0160 

15-0161 

7-14-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0162 

7-28-15 

CS-167A 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-167A,  Comprehensive  Technical  Services  for 
Renewable  & Advanced  Energy  Generation  Systems  with  AEPC  Group,  LLC,  to  provide  assistance 
with  the  evaluation,  project  development,  permitting,  project  implementation  and  construction 
of  renewable  and  advanced  energy  technologies  and  projects,  increasing  the  agreement  by 
$1,000,000,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  duration. 

15-0163 

7-28-15 

SCWA  High 
efficiency  toilet 
incentive  grant 

Authorize  an  additional  award  of  up  to  $123,042  to  be  disbursed  from  Solano  County  Water 
Agency  for  SFPUC  high-efficiency  toilet  incentive  programs  from  the  State  grant  fund,  for  a 
total  award  of  up  to  $986,042. 
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15-0164 

7-28-15 

Sewer  System 
Management  Plan 

Approve  the  Sewer  System  Management  Plan  for  the  SF  Separate  Sanitary  Sewer  System  to 
address  Sanitary  Sewer  Overflows  which  applies  to  entities  that  own  or  operate  sanitary  sewer 
systems  greater  than  one  mile  in  length  that  collect  and/or  convey  untreated  or  partially 
treated  wastewater  to  a publicly  owned  treatment  facility. 

15-0165 

7-28-15 

MOA  with  USGS 

Authorize  a MOA  with  the  United  States  Geological  Survey  for  technical  support  to  develop  a 
watershed  hydrological  model  for  the  Alameda  Creek  watershed  using  the  GSFLOW  model 
created  by  the  USGS,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $50,000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 

15-0166 

7-28-15 

CS-169 

Approve  the  Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  for  existing  Contract  No.  CS-169,  Planning  and 
Engineering  Services,  Central  Bayside  System  Improvement  Project;  Approve  Modification  No. 
1;  Authorize  a Consent  to  Assignment  of  the  existing  Agreement  from  MWH/URS  Joint  Venture 
to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.;  Authorize  Modification  No.  1 of  the  existing  Agreement,  once  assigned, 
to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  to  adjust  terms  to  reflect  changes  necessary  due  to  the  Assignment. 

15-0167 

15-0168 

15-0169 

7-28-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0170 

8-11-15 

Support  Nomination 
of  Kathleen  Tiegs  as 
ACWA  President 

Adopt  a Resolution  in  support  of  the  nomination  of  Kathleen  Tiegs  as  President  of  the 
Association  of  California  Water  Agencies  for  the  2016-17  term. 

15-0171 

8-11-15 

CS-310 

Approve  the  selection  of  KUBRA  Data  Transfer,  Ltd.;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-310,  Electronic 
Bill  Presentment  and  Payment  Services,  to  provide  various  options  for  electronic  bill 
presentment  and  payment  and  related  services,  including  on-line,  mobile,  interactive  voice 
response  systems,  and  e-Cash  payments  to  SFPUC  customers;  Authorize  a professional  services 
agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  five  years. 

15-0172 

8-11-15 

HH-976 

Accept  work  performed  by  Trinet  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  HH-976,  Coast  Range 
Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $876,177,  and  with  a total 
contract  duration  of  106  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0173 

8-11-15 

WW-526 

Accept  work  performed  by  Kone,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-526,  WWE  Elevator  Maintenance 
and  Repair;  Approve  Modification  No.  3 (Final),  to  account  for  actual  costs  of  labor  and 
materials  required  to  complete  work  under  bid  item  allowances,  decreasing  the  amount  of  the 
contract  by  an  additional  $257,353,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $218,847,  and  with  a total 
contract  duration  of  1,188  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0174 

8-11-15 

WW-569 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-569,  SEP  and  Bruce  Flynn  Pump  Station  Fire  Alarm  System  upgrade,  in 
the  amount  of  $746,492,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  LC  General 
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Engineering  & Construction  to  remove,  replace,  and  upgrade  the  existing  deficient  and 
deteriorated  facility  alarm  systems  and  to  install  new  fire  alarm  systems  in  selected  locations. 

15-0175 

8-11-15 

CS-247[R] 

Approve  the  selection  of  Noble  Americas  Energy  Solutions  LLC;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS- 
247[R],  Customer  and  Administrative  Services  for  CCA  Program,  to  provide  meter  data 
management,  billing,  and  customer  care  services;  Authorize  a professional  services  agreement 
for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $5,600,000,  and  with  a duration  of  three  years. 

15-0176 

15-0177 

15-0178 

8-11-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0179 

9-8-15 

WW-595 

Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WW-595,  3rd/7th/8th/25th/33rd/42nd  Aves.,  and 
Baker/Welsh  Sts.,  Sewer  Replacement,  with  Shaw  Pipeline,  to  perform  emergency  sewer 
replacement  work  on  Fremont  St.  from  Mission  St.  to  Natoma  St.,  and  on  Jackson  St.  (from 
Fillmore  St.  to  Webster  St.),  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  an  additional  $638,659. 

15-0180 

9-8-15 

WD-2601 

Accept  work  performed  by  Kiewit  Infrastructure  West  Company  for  Contract  No.  WD-2601, 
Crystal  Springs/San  Andreas  Transmission  System  Upgrade  Project,  for  a total  contract  amount 
of  $132,421,418;  Approve  Modification  No.  53  to  account  for  the  remaining  balance  under  unit 
rate  and  bid  item  allowances,  decreasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  $768, 339, and  with  a 
time  extension  of  61  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0181 

9-8-15 

HH  CIP  Active 
Projects  Baseline 

Approve  the  baseline  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Capital  Improvement  Active  Projects  proposed 
scope,  schedule  and  budget,  a subset  of  projects  within  the  adopted  SFPUC  10-Year  Capital  Plan 
for  FY  2015-16  - FY  2024-25  for  HHWP,  based  on  Project  Descriptions,  Summary  of  Budgets, 
Summary  of  Proposed  Schedules  - Project  Level,  and  Proposed  Schedules  - Project  Phases. 

15-0182 

9-8-15 

RBOC  Extension 

Support  the  extension  of  the  Revenue  Bond  Oversight  Committee  Sunset  Date  to  1/1/19. 

15-0183 

9-8-15 

Power  Enterprise 
Commercial  Paper 
Program 

Authorize  a new  Power  Enterprise  Commercial  Paper  Notes  Program  in  the  principal  amount 
not  to  exceed  $90,000,000;  Request  approval  from  the  BOS  for  authorization;  Approve  a form 
of  credit  facility  agreement  in  the  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $90,000,000,  and  forms  of 
dealer  agreements;  Authorize  separate  agreements  with  (1)  Bank  of  America  for  the  credit 
facility  agreement;  and  (2)  Barclays,  Goldman  Sachs  and  RBC  Capital  Markets  for  the  dealer 
agreements;  Subject  to  BOS  approval  of  the  establishment  of  the  Power  Enterprise  Commercial 
Paper  Notes  Program. 

15-0184 

9-8-15 

Clean  Renewable 
Energy  Bonds 

Authorize  Equipment  Lease/Purchase  Agreement  with  Banc  of  America  Leasing  to  issue  not-to- 
exceed  $4,100,000  in  New  Clean  Renewable  Energy  Bonds  for  the  installation  of  rooftop  solar 
generation  equipment  at  Marina  Middle  School  and  SF  Police  Academy;  Authorize  submission 
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to  the  BOS  for  consideration  of  (1)  authorizing  legislation;  and  (2)  a budget  reallocation  by 
supplemental  appropriation. 

15-0185 

9-8-15 

MOU  with  North 
San  Mateo  County 
Sanitation  District 

Authorize  a MOU  with  the  North  San  Mateo  County  Sanitation  District  (NSMCSD),  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $2,400,000,  and  with  a duration  of  24  months,  which  will  allow  NSMCSD 
to  retain  the  services  of  a contractor  to  conduct  preliminary  design  and  CEQA  review  for  the 
expansion  of  tertiary  treated  recycled  water  capacity  at  their  plant  to  serve  additional 
customers;  Authorize  the  SFPUC  to  provide  staff  support  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $200,000 
to  review  and  participate  in  the  planning  effort. 

15-0186 

9-8-15 

WD-2652 

Approve  Modification  No.  2 to  Contract  No.  WD-2652,  Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  - San 
Antonio  Creek  with  Gordon  N.  Ball  to  control  pathogen  infestation  onsite  and  to  add  an  extra 
year  of  maintenance  and  watering  required  as  a result  of  the  continuing  drought,  increasing  the 
contract  by  $1,098,897,  and  with  a time  extension  of  365  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0187 

9-8-15 

CUW30201 

Approve  Project  No.  CUW30201  SF  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  Adopt  the  required  CEQA 
Findings,  including  a Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  and  the  MMRP;  Authorize 
implementation  of  the  Project. 

15-0188 

9-8-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0189 

9-22-15 

CS-110 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-110,  Analytical  and  Technical  Support  for 
Replacement  of  Key  Energy  Service  Contracts  and  Agreements  with  Flynn  Resources 
Consultants  Inc.,  to  provide  ongoing  analytical  and  technical  support  for  the  management  and 
replacement  of  its  key  energy  service  agreements;  Authorize  the  amendment,  increasing  the 
agreement  by  $749,000,  and  a time  extension  of  two  years. 

15-0190 

9-22-15 

WW-490 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WW-490, 
Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digestion  Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements  with 
Shimmick  Construction  in  the  amount  of  $449,146,  with  a non-compensable  time  extension  of 
60  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  future  contract  modifications  for  a not-to-exceed  total 
revised  contract  amount  of  $18,876,512. 

15-0191 

9-22-15 

WW-579 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-579,  North  Point  Facility  Dewatering  Pump  Replacement  and  Electrical 
Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of  $849,750  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder, 
Anvil  Builders  Inc.,  to  repair  and  rehabilitate  the  existing  deficient  and  deteriorated  wastewater 
treatment  dewatering  mechanical  pumping  and  electrical  systems. 

15-0192 

9-22-15 

WW-592 

Approve  Modification  No.  2 to  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement, 
with  Harty  Pipelines  to  account  for  the  difference  between  bid  item  quantities  in  the  contract 
and  actual  quantities  used  in  the  replacement  work,  increasing  contract  amount  by  $211,941. 
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15-0193 

9-22-15 

WW-609R 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-609R,  Holloway  Green  Street  Stormwater  Improvements,  in  the 
amount  of  $5,591,892  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared 
Construction,  Inc.,  to  build  green  infrastructures,  replace  water  and  sewer  pipelines,  and 
perform  necessary  upgrades  across  nine  blocks  on  Holloway  Avenue. 

15-0194 

9-22-15 

Letter  of  Agreement 
with  Cal  Water 
Service  Company 

Authorize  a letter  agreement  with  the  California  Water  Service  Company  to  temporarily  wheel 
up  to  one  million  gallons  of  emergency  water  supplies  per  month  to  Skylonda  Mutual  Water 
Company  over  a five  month  period  through  February  29,  2016. 

15-0195 

9-22-15 

Amendment  to 
MOU  with  TIDA  and 
SFPUC 

Authorize  an  amendment  to  the  MOU  between  the  TIDA  and  the  SFPUC  regarding  Naval 
Station  Treasure  Island  utility  services  by  extending  the  term  of  the  MOU  by  one  year  to 
September  30,  2016,  subject  to  all  other  existing  terms  and  conditions. 

15-0196 

9-22-15 

Revenue  Bond 
Funding  (SF 
Westside  Recycled 
Water  Project) 

Amend  existing  authorization  for  Water  Enterprise  revenue  bond  funding  to  include  the  use  of 
grant  and  loan  financing,  referenced  as  "State  Financing",  from  the  State  Water  Resources 
Control  Board,  to  cost  effectively  finance  the  SF  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  Authorize  the 
reimbursement  of  associated  project  costs  from  State  Financing  proceeds;  Direct  the  General 
Manager  to  submit  to  the  BOS  a proposed  Ordinance  authorizing:  (1)  amendment  of  previously 
authorized  Water  Enterprise  debt  issuance  ordinance  to  include  State  Financing;  and  (2) 
delegation  of  authority  to  the  Commission  to  execute  an  "Installment  Sale  Agreement  and 
Grant"  for  State  Financing  for  the  Project;  Authorize  the  GM  to  negotiate  such  Installment  Sale 
Agreements  and  associated  amendments,  subject  to  additional  Commission  approval  of  the 
terms  of  such  Installment  Sale  Agreements  prior  to  execution  and  delivery. 

15-0197 

15-0198 

9-22-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0205 

10-13-15 

CS-127B 

Approve  the  assignment  and  assumption  of  Agreement  No.  CS-127B,  As-Needed  Building 
Commissioning;  Authorize  an  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  existing  Agreement 
No.  CS-127B,  from  McKinstry  Essention  LLC,  to  Able  Engineering  Services. 

15-0199 

10-13-15 

CS-127C 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-127C,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning, 
with  Newcomb  Anderson  McCormick,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing  building  commissioning, 
monitoring,  and  performance  optimization  oversight  to  City-owned  new  construction  and  major 
renovations;  Authorize  the  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $500, 000, and  with  a 
time  extension  of  three  years. 

15-0200 

10-13-15 

CS-291.B 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-291.B,  Education  and  Economic  Inclusion 
Services,  with  Lisa  Spinali  Consulting,  to  developing  strategies  to  partner  with  the  public  school 
district,  private  and  charter  schools,  and  non-profit  partners;  Authorize  the  amendment, 
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increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $25,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one  year. 

15-0201 

10-13-15 

CS-303 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-303,  College  Hill  Garden  Design,  with  Pam 
Nagle,  to  extend  and  fund  the  contract  through  site  development  and  implementation  of  the  K- 
5 curriculum  at  the  learning  garden;  Authorize  the  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  up  to 
$100,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up  to  seven  months. 

15-0202 

10-13-15 

CS-913 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-913,  Bay  Tunnel  Construction  Management 
Services,  with  Jacobs  Engineering,  to  continue  providing  construction  management  services 
through  project  close-out;  Authorize  the  amendment  with  a time  extension  up  to  six  months, 
with  no  change  to  the  agreement  amount. 

15-0203 

10-13-15 

HH-979 

Award  Contract  No.  HH-979,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  the  San  Joaquin  Valve 
House,  in  the  amount  of  $1,781,850,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  Cratus,  Inc.,  to  upgrade  pipeline  connected  to  the  San  Joaquin  Valve  House  and  perform 
work  to  allow  inspection  along  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  system. 

15-0204 

10-13-15 

WW-592 

Accept  work  performed  by  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main 
Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,913,741  with  a total  contract  duration  of 
358  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

15-0206 

10-13-15 

Grant  Assistance  for 
Large  Alternate 
Water  Source 
Projects 

Authorize  Grant  agreements  with  applicants  for  Grant  Assistance  for  Large  Alternate  Water 
Source  Projects.  The  program  is  being  modified  in  coordination  with  amendments  to  the  City's 
Non-potable  Water  Ordinance  to  require  onsite  water  reuse  in  all  new  developments  greater 
than  250,000  square  feet. 

15-0207 

10-13-15 

CS-344 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-344,  Power  Scheduling  Coordination  and 
Related  Support  Services,  with  APX  Inc.,  to  allow  for  the  processing  of  the  CA  Independent 
System  Operator  power  transmission  service  charges;  Authorize  the  amendment,  increasing  the 
agreement  by  $100,000,000,  and  with  no  change  to  the  five  year  agreement  duration. 

15-0208 

10-13-15 

WWE  Supplemental 
Appropriation 

Adopt  a Resolution  requesting  the  Mayor  and  the  BOS  approve  a Supplemental  Appropriation  in 
the  amount  of  $5,000,000  for  the  WWE,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  claims,  settlements,  legal 
expenses,  litigation  costs,  judgements  and  related  expenses. 

15-0209 

15-0210 

15-0211 

10-13-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0212 

10-27-15 

CS-1014 

Award  Agreement  No.  CS-1014,  Phase  III  Installation  of  Automated  Water  Meters  (AWM),  for 
procurement  and  installation  of  AWM;  Authorize  a professional  services  agreement  with  Grid 
One  Solutions  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $3,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 
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15-0213 

10-27-15 

Joint  Funding 
Agreement  with 
U5GS  (Amendment 
No.  1) 

Authorize  Amendment  No.  1 to  the  Joint  Funding  Agreement  with  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey 

in  the  amount  of  $30,970  which  will  allow  for  the  installation  of  a replacement  flow  meter  in 
the  Cherry/Eleanor  Tunnel  necessary  to  maintain  accurate  water  diversion  records  for  water 
rights  reported  to  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board. 

15-0214 

10-27-15 

Revocable  License 
to  the  City  of 
Milpitas 

Authorize  a new  five-year  revocable  license  to  the  City  of  Milpitas  to  use  approximately  40,424 
square  feet  of  Parcel  107-A,  located  in  Milpitas  to  maintain  existing  landscaping  and  an 
irrigation  system  and  to  maintain  a wooden  retaining  wall  and  fence  for  no  use  fee.  The  New 
License  will  replace  an  existing  90-day  license  issued  on  September  29,  2015.  The  Temporary 
License  replaced  a license  issued  to  the  City  of  Milpitas  on  January  13,  1972. 

15-0215 

10-27-15 

CS-206 

(Amendment  No.  1) 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-206,  HHWP  Support  for  Compliance  with 
Regulatory  Requirements  with  Watershed  Sciences,  Inc.;  Authorize  the  amendment  extending 
the  term  by  three  years,  with  no  change  to  the  contract  amount. 

15-0216 

10-27-15 

CS-249 

Approve  the  selection  of  McMillen  Jacobs  Associates;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-249,  Planning 
and  Design  Services,  Mountain  Tunnel  Improvements,  to  provide  specialized  planning  and 
engineering  services  for  the  proposed  Mountain  Tunnel  improvements;  Authorize  a 
professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $21,000,000,  and  with  a duration 
of  up  to  10  years. 

15-0217 

10-27-15 

WD-2654R 

Award  Contract  No.  WD-2654R  Peninsula  Vegetation  Removal  in  the  amount  of  $11,062,544,  to 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  NTK  Construction,  to  remove  invasive 
vegetation  that  is  degrading  SF  garter  snake  and  Crystal  Springs  fountain  thistle  habitat.  The 
SFPUC  is  required  to  provide  bioregional  habitat  restoration  compensation  for  WSIP  projects  at 
different  locations  within  the  SF  Peninsula  watershed  in  unincorporated  San  Mateo  County. 

15-0218 

10-27-15 

CWWSIPTPNP01 

Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPTPNP01,  North  Point  Facility  Outfall  System  Rehabilitation  Project; 
Authorize  the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law.  This  action  constitutes 
the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  the  CEQA  Act,  pursuant  to  Section 
31.04(h)  of  the  SF  Administrative  Code. 

15-0219 

10-27-15 

CWWSIPSE04 

Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE04,  SEP  Primary  and  Secondary  Clarifiers  Upgrades  Project; 
Authorize  the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law.  This  action  constitutes 
the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31.04(h)  of 
the  SF  Administrative  Code.  _ 

15-0220 

10-27-15 

CWWSIPSE05 

Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE05,  SEP  Building  521/522  and  Disinfection  Upgrades;  Authorize 
the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law,  including  authority  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a lease  agreement  with  the  CA  Department  of  Transportation  for  a lease  for 
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construction  staging  of  a property  at  2 Rankin  St. 

15-0221 

10-27-15 

Amendments  to 
Section  F - Water 
Efficient  Irrigation 

Adopt  amendments  to  Section  F - Water  Efficient  Irrigation  of  the  SFPUC  Rules  and  Regulations 
Governing  Water  Service  to  Customers;  Recommend  the  BOS  pass  and  urge  Mayor  Lee  to  sign 
modifications  to  the  Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance  that  lower  the  compliance  trigger  from 
1,000  square  feet  of  new  or  modified  landscape  area  to  500  square  feet. 

15-0222 

10-27-15 

CleanPowerSF 
Request  for  Offers 
of  Power  Supplies 

Approve  the  selection  of  a pool  of  qualified  respondents  to  the  CleanPowerSF  Request  for 
Offers  of  Power  Supplies;  Conditionally  authorize  the  GM  to  negotiate  and  execute  one  or 
more  contracts  with  the  approved  pool  of  qualified  respondents  and  to  seek  approval  from  the 
BOS  to  execute  one  or  more  contracts,  to  the  extent  required. 

15-0223 

15-0224 

15-0225 

10-27-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0226 

11-10-15 

Revocable  License 
to  Coastside  County 
Water  District 

Authorize  an  amendment  for  a 12-month  extension  for  a revocable  license  to  Coastside  County 
Water  District  to  install  and  use  a temporary  above-ground  12-inch  diameter  PVC  pipeline, 
approximately  2,000  feet  in  length,  within  a portion  of  SFPUC  Parcel  31  in  unincorporated  San 
Mateo  County,  CA,  without  a use  fee. 

15-0227 

11-10-15 

CS-1039(ITS) 

Approve  the  selection  of  Aclara  Technologies  LLC;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-1039(ITS),  Aclara 
Software  as  a Services  Agreement,  to  provide  software  and  data  hosting  services;  Authorize  a 
SaaS  Agreement  with  Aclara  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $1,940,374,  and  with  a duration  of  up 
to  10  years. 

15-0228 

11-10-15 

HH-960 

Approve  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Contract,  Don  Pedro  Reservoir 
Crossing  115  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines;  Authorize  a Consent  to  Assignment  for  the 
existing  Contract  No.  HH-960  from  System  3,  Inc.,  to  RES  System  3,  LLC. 

15-0229 

11-10-15 

JOC-55 

Approve  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Contract,  Electrical  (C-10  License), 
Governor  & Exciter  Systems  for  HH  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses;  Authorize  a Consent  to 
Assignment  for  the  existing  contract  from  System  3,  Inc.  to  RES  System  3,  LLC. 

15-0230 

11-10-15 

WD-2685 

Approve  Modification  No.  22  to  Contract  No.  WD-2685,  Earthquake  Safety  and  Emergency 
Response  Bond  Contract,  AWSS  Reservoir  and  Tanks  Improvement  (2013),  with  Cal  State 
Constructors,  Inc.,  to  seismically  improve  Ashbury  Heights  Tank,  Jones  Street  Tank,  and  Twin 
Peaks  Reservoir,  extending  the  contract  duration  by  90  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0231 

11-10-15 

WD-2697 

Accept  work  performed  by  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2697,  AWSS  New 
Cisterns  C;  Approve  Modification  No.  6 (Final)  decreasing  the  contract  amount  by  $144,354,  to 
reconcile  final  payment  items  to  reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance 
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bid  items;  A time  extension  of  100  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  final  payment  to  the 
contractor.  

15-0232 

11-10-15 

WW-559R 

Approve  Modification  No.  1,  to  Contract  No.  WW-559R,  Fixed  Gas  Monitoring  System 
Upgrades,  with  U.S.  Electric  Technologies  Inc.,  to  account  for  additional  replacements  of  fixed 
gas  monitoring  devices  at  existing  locations,  extending  the  contract  duration  by  180  consecutive 
calendar  days. 

15-0233 

11-10-15 

WD-2727 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $1,500,000; 
and  an  extension  in  the  contract  duration  contingency  of  up  to  156  consecutive  calendar  days, 
for  Contact  No.  WD-2727,  Peninsula  Pipeline  Seismic  Upgrade  Project;  Authorize  modifications 
to  the  contract  for  a total  contract  amount  up  to  $24,310,018. 

15-0234 

11-10-15 

WD-2446 

Accept  Contract  No.  WD-2446,  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program  for  8-Inch  DIM 
Installation  on  Hartford,  18th,  19th  and  Noe  Streets;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final), 
increasing  the  amount  by  $34,260;  Authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

15-0235 

(Reso  only) 

15-0235 

(Reso  with 
attachments) 

11-10-15 

GSW  Arena  LLC 
Utility  Easements 

Adopt  findings  pursuant  to  the  CEQA;  Approve  the  termination  of  four  utility  easements 
encumbering  Block  8722,  Lot  001;  Authorize  the  Termination  of  Easement  and  Easement 
Quitclaim  Deeds,  transferring  the  CCSF's  interests  in  those  easements  to  GSW  Arena  LLC, 
subject  to  the  BOS  approval  of  an  ordinance  ordering  the  summary  vacation  of  those  utility 
easements,  and  satisfaction  of  the  conditions  set  forth  in  that  ordinance. 

15-0236 

11-10-15 

WW-605R 

Adopt  findings  pursuant  to  the  CEQA;  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications;  Award  Contract  No. 
WW-605R,  Mission  and  Valencia  Streets  Green  Gateway,  in  the  amount  of  $2,949,013  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Anvil  Builders,  Inc.,  to  build  green 
infrastructures,  replace  water  and  sewer  pipelines,  and  perform  necessary  upgrades  across  two 
blocks  of  Valencia  St.  and  one  block  of  Mission  St. 

15-0237 

11-10-15 

Stormwater 
Management 
Ordinance  and 
Design  Guidelines 
Amendments 

Authorize  proposed  amendments  to  the  2015  Stormwater  Management  Ordinance  (SMO)  and 
Stormwater  Design  Guidelines  to  achieve  compliance  with  the  2013  MS4  Permit  requirements 
and  to  reflect  improvements  made  in  the  SFPUC's  Stormwater  Control  Plan  review  process. 

15-0238 

11-10-15 

Grant  Agreement  to 
SFUSD 

Award  Grant  Agreement  to  the  SFUSD  to  fund  the  planning  and  design  for  incorporating 
stormwater  management  technologies  into  a preexisting  Green  Schoolyard  project  design  for 
Robert  Louis  Stevenson  Elementary  School,  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $177,000,  and  with  a 
duration  of  two  years  and  five  months. 

15-0239 

11-10-15 

WD-2750 

Approve  Modification  to  Contract  No.  WD-2750,  with  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract 
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cost  contingency  for  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  in  the  amount  of  $425,000  and 
with  an  extension  of  the  contract  duration  of  60  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize  future 
modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  of  $10,556,786  and  a total 
revised  contract  duration  of  340  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0240 

11-10-15 

Installment  Sales 
Agreement/SRF  for 
Lake  Merced 

Authorize  and  execute  an  Installment  Sale  Agreement  to  secure  a State  Revolving  Fund  Loan 
not-to-exceed  $7,435,000  for  the  construction  of  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure  - Holloway 
Green  Street  Project. 

15-0241 

11-10-15 

MOU  - 1800  Jerrold 
Transfer  of  Property 

Authorize  a MOU  with  the  GSA's  OCA  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  GSA's 
Real  Estate  Division  establishing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  the 
property  at  1800  Jerrold  in  San  Francisco  to  the  SFPUC. 

15-0242 

11-10-15 

Rules  and 
Regulations 
Governing  Electric 
Service 

Approve  two  proposed  Appendices  to  the  Rules  & Regulations  Governing  Electric  Service, 
approved  by  Resolution  10-0018.  Appendix  1 would  establish  technical  standards  for  the  SFPUC's 
provision  of  electrical  service.  Appendix  II  would  establish  protocols  for  the  SFPUC's  provision  of 
new  distribution  line  and  service  line  extensions. 

15-0243 

11-10-15 

CleanPowerSF  Fund 
Structure 

Authorize  the  GM  to  seek  Board  of  Supervisors'  approval  to:  (a)  amend  legislation  establishing 
the  CleanPowerSF  fund  structure  within  the  City's  financial  management  system,  and  adopt 
enabling  legislation  as  required,  consistent  with  development  of  an  appropriation  and  funds 
certification  process  with  the  City  Controller;  (b)  subject  to  Mayor  and  Controller  approval, 
authorize  a supplemental  appropriation  of  funds  for  an  additional  loan  to  CleanPowerSF  of  up 
to  $4  million  from  the  HH  Enterprise  fund  balance,  for  a total  loan  amount  not  to  exceed  $8 
million,  as  may  be  necessary  to  launch  CleanPowerSF;  and  (c)  amend  existing  CleanPowerSF 
working  capital  loan  repayment  terms  to  extend  the  loan  repayment  term  from  two  years  to 
five  years  from  program  launch,  at  an  interest  rate  equal  to  the  otherwise  applicable  County 
wide  pool  rate,  and  apply  these  terms  for  a total  loan  amount  not  to  exceed  $8  million. 

15-0244 

11-10-15 

Closed  Session 

15-0245 

12-8-15 

Recognition 

Program 

Authorize  a new  recognition  program  to  highlight  excellent  performance  and  commitment  to 
SFPUC  values  by  SFPUC  employees,  teams  of  employees,  contractors,  consultants  and/or  other 
outside  partners. 

15-0246 

12-8-15 

WSA 

Recology  Expansion 

Approve  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  proposed  Recology  Modernization  and 
Expansion  Project. 

15-0247 

12-8-15 

WSA 

950-974  Market  St. 

Approve  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  proposed  950-974  Market  Street  Project. 

15-0248 

12-8-15 

CS-109 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-109,  Specialized  Engineering  Services  for 
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Recycled  Water  Projects  with  Kennedy  Jenks  Consultants,  lnc.,/Bahman  Sheikh  Water  Reuse 
Consulting/Water  Resources  Engineering,  Inc.,  JV(KJ/Sheikh/WRE,  JV),  to  provide  additional 
engineering  services  in  support  of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  Authorize  the 
amendment  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,800,000, and  with  a time  extension  of  three  years. 

15-0249 

12-8-15 

HH-981 

Award  Contract  No.  HH-981,  Mountain  Tunnel  Access  & Adit  Improvement,  in  the  amount  of 
$4,286,500,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shimmick  Construction 
Co.,  Inc.,  to  improve  two  adits  and  access  to  the  Mountain  Tunnel. 

15-0250 

12-8-15 

WD-2542 

Accept  work  performed  by  Mountain  Cascade,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2542,  BDPL  No.  5 - 
Peninsula  Reaches,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $55,422,978,  and  with  a total  contract 
duration  of  840  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0251 

12-8-15 

WD-2581 

Approve  an  increase  to  the  existing  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of 
$3,666,245,  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration  contingency  of  61  consecutive 
calendar  days,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel;  Authorize  contract 
modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  of  up  to  $269,902,664  and  a total  revised 
contract  duration  of  up  to  1,973  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0252 

12-8-15 

WD-2596 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  of  196  consecutive 
calendar  days  for  Contact  No.  WD-2596,  HTWTP  Long-Term  Improvements;  Authorize  contract 
modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1,785  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0253 

12-8-15 

WD-2620 

Accept  work  performed  by  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2620,  8-Inch  and 
12-inch  DIM  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation  on  Bryant  Street,  9th  St.,  and  other  Sts; 
Approve  Modifications  No.  2 and  No.  3 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $146,962,  and  with  a 
time  extension  104  consecutive  days;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0254 

12-8-15 

WD-2627R 

Accept  work  performed  by  SJ  Amoroso  Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2627R,  Sutro 
Reservoir  Rehabilitation  and  Seismic  Upgrade;  Approve  Modification  No.  23  (Final),  extending 
the  contract  duration  by  170  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  with  a total  contract  amount  of 
$27,669,382;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0255 

12-8-15 

WD-2629 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $2,700,000, 
and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration  contingency  of  270  consecutive  calendar  days, 
for  Contract  No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  Nos.  3 and  4 at  the  Hayward  Fault; 
Authorize  future  contract  modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  for  up  to 
$37,152,000,  and  a revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1,299  consecutive  calendar  days. 

15-0256 

12-8-15 

WD-2661 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2661,  As-Needed  Integration  Services,  of  up  to  180  consecutive  calendar  days;  Authorize 
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contract  modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1,681  consecutive  calendar 
days. 

15-0257 

12-8-15 

WD-2670A 

Accept  work  performed  by  Azul  Works,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2670A,  Cathodic  Protection 
for  30-inch,  36-  inch,  42-  inch,  & 48-  inch  Steel  Pipe  Transmission  Main  of  University  Mound 
System;  Approve  Modification  No.  2,  increasing  the  contract  by  $120,314;  and  Modification  No. 
3 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $23,595,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $829,370  with  no 
time  extension;  Authorize  final  payment. 

15-0258 

12-8-15 

WW-607 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-607,  Ocean  Beach  Immediate  Action  Plan  As-Needed,  in  the  amount 
of  $1,982,250,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Yerba  Buena 
Engineering  and  Construction,  Inc.,  to  provide  as-needed  services  to  protect  critical  WWE 
infrastructure  including  the  Lake  Merced  Tunnel  at  Ocean  Beach. 

15-0259 

12-8-15 

WW-619 

Award  Contract  No.  WW-619,  As-Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement  No.  34,  in  the  amount  not- 
to-exceed  $7,311,675,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores 
Construction,  Inc.,  to  replace  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping  on  an  as-needed  basis  at 
locations  to  be  determined  throughout  SF. 

15-0260 

12-8-15 

Revocable  License 
to  Santa  Clara  Valley 
Water  District 

Authorize  a five-year  revocable  license  to  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District  for  use  of 
approximately  936  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  109A,  located  adjacent  to  Paseo  Refugio  and 
East  Calaveras  Boulevard  along  lower  Berryessa  Creek  in  Milpitas,  Santa  Clara  County,  to 
reconstruct  and  maintain  an  existing  flood  control  levee,  and  for  use  of  approximately  4,985 
square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  109A  located  adjacent  to  the  Premises  for  reconstruction  staging. 
The  License  will  replace  an  existing  Land  Use  Permit  dated  December  16,  1975. 

15-0261 

12-8-15 

Collection 

Agreement  Between 
USFS  and  CCSF 

Approve  Modification  No.  3 to  the  Collection  Agreement  by  and  between  the  US  Forest  Service 
and  the  CCSF,  through  the  SFPUC,  regarding  the  acquisition  of  25.2  acres  of  Forest  Service  land 
near  Camp  Mather  in  Tuolumne  County  for  the  Camp  septic  system;  Authorize  an  amendment 
extending  the  duration  of  the  agreement  up  to  one  year. 

15-0262 

12-8-15 

CS-918 

Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-918,  Construction  Management  Services  New 
Irvington  Tunnel  (NIT)  Project,  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald,  to  continue  as  the  consultant 
construction  manager  for  the  construction  of  the  NIT;  Authorize  the  amendment  increasing  the 
agreement  by  $1,000,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three  months. 

15-0263 

12-8-15 

Revisions  to  WSIP 

Approve  revisions  to  the  schedule  of  six  projects  being  delivered  as  part  of  the  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  (WSIP):  (1)  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System;  (2)  San  Antonio  Backup 
Pipeline;  (3)  BDPL  Reliability  Upgrade  - Pipeline  (BDPL  No.  5);  (4)  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  Nos. 
3 & 4;  (5)  HTWTP  Long-Term  Improvements;  and  (6)  Vegetation  Restoration  of  WSIP 
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Construction  Sites;  Direct  staff  to  send  a Notice  of  Change  Report  to  the  CA  Department  of 
Public  Health  and  the  CA  Seismic  Safety  Commission. 

15-0264 

12-8-15 

CUW27701  - Sunol 
Long-Term 
Improvement 
Project 

Adopt  the  FMND,  and  MMRP  and  the  Findings,  as  required  by  the  CEQA  for  the  Sunol  Long  Term 
Improvements  Project;  Approve  Project  No.  CUW27701;  Authorize  the  GM  to  negotiate  and 
seek  approval  by  the  BOS  and  the  Mayor  to  execute  an  amendment  to  SFPUC's  lease  to  Mission 
Valley  Rock  Co. 

15-0265 

12-8-15 

Revised  MOU  for 
Jurisdictional 
Transfer  of  Property 
at  1800  Jerrold 

Authorize  a revised  MOU  establishing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of 
the  property  at  1800  Jerrold  in  SF  to  the  SFPUC,  including:  (1)  the  SFPUC's  payment  of  up  to 
$73,700,000,  the  value  determined  by  the  Director  of  Property  as  necessary  for  the  functional 
replacement  of  the  existing  use  of  1800  Jerrold  for  the  City's  Central  Fleet  Maintenance  Shop; 
(2)  the  SFPUC  to  acquire  properties  at  555  Selby  and  1975  Galvez,  and  enter  into  a 10-year  lease 
at  450  Toland  in  SF  proposed  for  Central  Shops'  relocation,  subject  to  GSA's  right  to  acquire 
jurisdiction  over  the  Acquired  Sites  and  control  over  the  Leased  Site,  and  Central  Shops'  right 
use  the  Acquired  Sites  and  the  Leased  Site  for  its  functions;  and  (3)  other  MOU  terms  and 
conditions,  subject  to  BOS  approval  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold,  consistent  with 
the  Revised  MOU,  and  related  approval  actions  necessary  to  implement  the  Revised  MOU. 

15-0266 

12-8-15 

Urge  rejection  of 
PG&E's  PCIA 
Application 

Urge  the  CPUC  to  reject  PG&E's  proposed  increase  to  the  Power  Charge  Indifference 
Adjustment  (PCIA)  in  Application  15-06-001;  Support  alternatives  that  will  mitigate  the  impacts 
of  proposed  rate  increases  on  CCA  customers;  and  expresses  support  for  the  CPUC's  re- 
examination of  how  the  PCIA  is  calculated  and  applied  to  CCA  customers. 

15-0267 

12-8-15 

CleanPowerSF 
Business  Practices 
Policy 

Adopt  CleanPowerSF  Business  Practice  Policies  to  guide  program  design,  implementation  and 
on-going  operations,  including  product  content,  rate  setting,  program  phasing,  supply 
management,  funding  of  financial  reserves,  funding  of  local  projects  and  jobs,  and  program 
performance  reporting  and  metrics.  

15-0268 

12-8-15 

Schedule  of  Rates 
and  Charges  for 
CleanPowerSF 

Adopt  schedules  of  rates  and  charges,  and  periodic  future  adjustments  in  those  rates  and 
charges,  for  the  SFPUC  Power  Enterprise  Phase  One  of  the  CleanPowerSF  Program  service. 

15-0269 

12-8-15 

Standby  Letter  of 
Credit  for 
CleanPowerSF 
Program 

Approve  the  form  of  a Standby  Letter  of  Credit  and  associated  agreements  with  JP  Morgan 
Chase  for  a not-to-exceed  principal  amount  of  $40,000,000  in  support  of  the  CleanPowerSF 
Program;  and  Authorize  the  GM  to  negotiate  final  terms  of  and  execute  the  LOC. 

15-0270 

12-8-15 

Closed  Session 
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Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  January  13,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.qranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-31 65.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  . Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall.  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K tngleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hail  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodajion,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.ora  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


- tfcsc.  mam 

554-0761 

MfSjonna  Hoodfitii,  wmtm  immmm, 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  '‘Language  Access  Ordinance" (Capftulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
fagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2,100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.ofa/ethtcs. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 . as  amended.  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F . Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department's 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http:/7www.sf-olanninq.orq/index.aspx'?paae=3447.Unrier  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


lsuuio 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  December  9,  2014 

4.  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Comprehensive  Annual  Financial  Report 

d)  Popular  Annual  Financial  Report 

e)  Water  Resources  Division  Annual  Report 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update 

b)  Policy  and  Legislative  Update 

7.  Community  Benefits  Program  Update  (Ellis) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

8.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Eurofins  Eaton  Analytical,  Inc.,  and  award  Agreement 
No.  PUC. PRO. 0001 .14,  As-Needed  Laboratory  Analytical  Services,  to  provide  as- 
needed  reference  laboratory  testing  of  drinking  water,  wastewater,  groundwater, 
soils,  sediments,  solids,  hazardous  waste,  and  biota;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $5,000,000,  with  a duration  of  five  years.  (Ritchie) 


(Ritchie) 

(Fox) 
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b)  Approve  the  selection  of  Carollo  Engineers/Lee  Inc.,  JV,  and  MWH  Americas, 

Inc.;  Award  Agreements  No.  CS-1004A  and  CS-1004B,  Engineering  Design 
Services  for  Oceanside  Plant,  to  provide  specialized  engineering  design  services 
for  the  SSIP  projects  at  the  Plant;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
negotiate  and  execute  professional  services  agreements  with  Carollo 
Engineers/Lee  Inc.,  JV,  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  each  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $3,500,000  and  a duration  of  seven  years.  (Cruz) 

c)  Approve  the  Assignment  and  Novation  Agreement  for  No.  CS-113B,  As-Needed 

Laboratory  Services;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an 
Assignment  and  Novation  of  the  existing  Contract  from  BioVir  Laboratories,  Inc., 
to  Institute  for  Environmental  Health,  Inc.  (Cruz) 

d)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-231 , State  Legislative 

Representation  and  Advocacy  Services,  with  Edelstein,  Gilbert,  Robson,  and 
Smith,  to  provide  state  legislative  representation  and  advocacy  services  to  the 
SFPUC;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  by  $482,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $1,100,000,  and  a time  extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  agreement 
duration  of  five  years.  (Ellis) 

e)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-232R,  Federal  Legislative 

Representation  and  Advocacy  Services,  with  Daryl  Owen  Associates,  Inc.,  to 
provide  federal  legislative  representation  and  advocacy  services  to  the  SFPUC; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  agreement  with  a time 
extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  years,  with  no 
change  to  the  contract  amount.  (Ellis) 

f)  Approve  the  selection  of  AECOM;  and  award  Agreement  No.  CS-366, 

Emergency  Planning,  Technical  Assistance  and  Training  Support,  to  provide 
updates  to  emergency  plans,  emergency  exercise  support,  and  emergency 
preparedness  training  to  SFPUC  employees;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager 
to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $2,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  four  years.  (Carlin) 

g)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-919R,  Harry  Tracy  Water 
Treatment  Plant  - Long  Term  Improvements  Project  Construction  Management 
Services,  with  HDR  Engineering,  Inc.,  for  additional  construction  management 
services;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  not-to-exceed  amount  up  to  $2,000,000  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $18,000,000,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  duration, 
subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

(Cruz) 

h)  Accept  work  performed  by  Precision  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WW-550, 
20th/Arkansas/Connecticut/  Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets  Sewer 


Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$3,547,479  (of  which  $3,102,448  is  funded  by  WWE  and  $445,031  is  funded  by 
DPW);  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  for  a time  extension  of  37 
consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  318  consecutive 
calendar  days  (approximately  1 1 months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the 
contractor.  (Cruz) 


^ i)  Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WW-552R,  Clay,  Cherry,  and 
o Collins  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  Water  Main  Installation,  and  Pavement 

^ Renovation,  to  account  for  additional  time  to  complete  water  main  connections 

m and  related  disinfection  activities,  extending  the  contract  duration  by  90 

— 1 consecutive  calendar  days  (three  months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  450 

consecutive  calendar  days  (one  year  and  three  months).  (Cruz) 


j)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  an  amendment  to  the 
k _ Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior, 

^5  National  Park  Service  - Yosemite  National  Park,  to  provide  a one-year 
X;  extension,  for  a total  duration  of  six  years;  and  provide  additional  funding  in  the 

to  amount  of  $4,173,294  for  a total  of  $34,173,294,  for  watershed  protection, 

^ environmental  stewardship  and  security,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18.  This  modification  will  extend  the  MOA  from 
July  1 , 2015  to  July  1 , 2016  and  allow  the  MOA  to  coincide  with  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco’s  two-year  budget  cycle.  (Ritchie) 


^ o k)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
^ execute  a five-year  revocable  license  to  San  Mateo  County  to  use  approximately 
c=>  80  linear  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  201 1 -1  on  San  Benito  Avenue  in  North  Fair  Oaks, 

^ CA,  for  two  underground  eight-inch  high  density  polyethylene  overflow  culvert 
pipes,  without  a use  fee.  (Russell) 


I)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
^ execute  a five-year  revocable  license  to  Rector  Motor  Car  Company,  to  use 
=>  approximately  10,000  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  23  (a  portion  of  Assessor’s 
^ Parcel  Number  093361010),  located  adjacent  to  California  Drive,  near  Broadway 

i in  Burlingame,  CA,  for  parking.  Licensee  will  install  fencing  around  the  existing 

paved  parking  lot  and  use  the  fenced  premises  to  park  its  automobile  inventory. 
The  annual  use  fee  is  $38,000,  with  four  percent  annual  increases.  (Russell) 


REGULAR  SESSION 
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9.  Approve  revised  Real  Estate  Guidelines  to  set  forth  SFPUC  policies  and  real 
^ estate  practices  and  delegate  authority  to  the  General  Manager  and  staff  to  enter 
in  into  certain  leases,  licenses,  and  real  estate  related  Memoranda  of  Understanding. 

(Russell) 


10.  Approve  the  Interim  Water  Pipeline  Right-of-Way  Use  Policy  for  San  Mateo, 
Santa  Clara  and  Alameda  Counties,  as  an  amendment  to  the  Real  Estate 


m 
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Guidelines;  Approve  the  amendment  to  Real  Estate  Guidelines  to  include  the 
Interim  Right-of-Way  Use  Policy;  and  approve  the  Right-of-Way  Integrated 
Vegetation  Management  Policy  amendment.  (Russell) 

1 1 . Approve  Amendment  No.1  for  Agreement  CS-371 , to  renew  approximately  25 
youth  project-based  service  learning  grant  agreements  with  selected  local 

u'3  community-based  nonprofit  organizations,  to  support  disadvantaged  San  Francisco 
^ high  school  youth  who  will  engage  in  SFPUC  project-based  service  learning 
<=>  opportunities  during  the  summer  of  2015;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
^ execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  cumulative  agreement  amount  by 
r~‘  $350,000,  for  a total  cumulative  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $700,000,  and 

with  a non-consecutive  time  extension  of  six  months  per  agreement,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  one-year  per  agreement.  (Ellis) 

12.  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  Calaveras  Dam 

Replacement  Construction  Management  Services,  with  Black  and  Veatch,  to  provide 
ongoing  construction  management  support  during  construction  and  close-out  of  the 
project;  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Amendment  No. 
2,  increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $30,500,000,  for  a total  agreement  amount  of 
$68,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up  to  two  years,  10  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  10  months;  and  revise  the  contract  terms  to 
increase  the  multiplier  for  consultant  and  sub-consultant  staff,  subject  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18.  (Cruz) 

13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-998C,  As-needed  Geotechnical 
Services,  with  Treadwell  & Rollo/RYCG,  JV;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  agreement  duration  for  four  years,  for  a 

total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years.  (Cruz) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2621R,  San 
Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations,  in  the  amount  of  $14,955,100,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Western  Water  Constructors, 
Inc.,  to  construct  the  Lake  Merced  Well  Station,  the  South  Sunset  Well  Station,  the 
West  Sunset  Well  Station,  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Central  Well  Station,  and  the  pH 
Adjustment  Building  at  Sunset  Reservoir.  (Cruz) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2668,  Regional 
Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery,  in  the  amount  of  $42,980,047,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc.,  to  construct  13 
groundwater  well  facilities  including  chemical  treatment  equipment,  tanks,  pumping 
systems,  and  associated  pipelines.  (Cruz) 

16.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

17.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  Docket  EL-3-000 
Date  Filed:  October  10,  2015 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A1 27554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

22.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Barrett) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

23.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

24.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 


25.  Other  new  business. 


ADJOURNMENT 


San  Francisco 

' ■■yl  Water  ver  ' -r 

viiir  r* . i »Ur\  c*\rt  rr . n > ^ii«^  t i 1 1 f I r-  /” c*i/\rt 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

Minutes 

Tuesday,  January  13,  2015 

(As  Approved  on  January  27,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPublisher.oho7view  id— 22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:35  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  December  9,  2014 
On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comment: 

None. 

President  Caen  called  item  seven  out  of  order.  She  noted  that  due  to  the  number  of 
people  present  to  speak  on  the  item,  public  comment  would  be  limited  to  two 
minutes  per  person. 

7.  Community  Benefits  Program  Update 

Ms.  Juliet  Ellis,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  External  Affairs,  provided  an 
introduction  and  a brief  history  of  the  Program.  She  described  the  difference 
between  a “good  neighbor  policy”  and  “community  benefit  agreement”.  She  outlined 
the  SFPUC’s  mission  as  it  relates  to  the  Community  Benefits  Program.  She  stated 
work  that  has  been  conducted  with  a variety  of  stakeholders  and  noted  the  SFPUC’s 
2011  Community  Benefits  Report. 

She  discussed  a variety  of  SFPUC  good  neighbor  efforts  including  arts  investments 
(partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Arts  Commission);  the  Garden  Project 
(partnership  with  the  San  Francisco  Sheriff’s  Department);  Project  Pull;  Sunol 
AgPark;  and  GoSolarSF.  She  stated  the  good  neighbor  strategy  is  integral  to  how 
the  SFPUC  does  business. 

President  Caen  asked  that  the  presentation  stop  and  public  comment  be  heard  for 
those  who  needed  to  leave  due  to  2 PM  prior  commitments. 

Public  Comment: 

• Ms.  Flydra  Mendoza,  Mayor’s  Office  and  Board  of  Education,  noted  the 
importance  of  SFPUC  programs  which  offered  opportunities  to  youth  and 
communities. 

• Mr.  Kyle  Patterson,  Controller’s  Office,  described  the  system  of  evaluation  that 
has  been  created  for  the  Community  Benefits  Program  to  ensure  effectiveness. 

• Officer  Raphael  Rockwell,  SFPD,  discussed  his  community  benefits  work  with 
the  SFPUC,  and  stated  that  he  looks  forward  to  continuing  the  relationship. 

• Ms.  Tracy  Zhu,  SFPUC  CAC  and  SF  Foundation,  discussed  her  experience  with 
Community  Benefits  Programs  and  its  benefits. 

• Mr.  Torrance  Bynum,  City  College  of  San  Francisco,  Southeast  Center, 
discussed  CCSF’s  partnership  with  the  SFPUC. 
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• Mr.  Sululagi  Palega  expressed  his  support  for  the  Community  Benefits  Program 
and  commended  the  staffs’  work  with  residents. 

• Ms.  Sheryl  Davis,  Mo’Magic,  discussed  the  importance  and  impact  of  the 
Community  Benefits  Program  to  students. 

President  Caen  requested  that  the  presentation  continue. 

Ms.  Kay  Fernandez-Smith,  Director,  Community  Benefits  and  Social  Responsibility 
Program,  continued  the  presentation.  She  provided  detail  on  the  creation  of  the 
Program,  stating  it  streamlined  multiple  agency-wide  efforts.  She  noted  five  Program 
areas:  Education;  Workforce  and  Economic  Development;  Environmental  Justice 
and  Land  Use;  Arts  and  Culture;  and  Leveraged  Partnerships,  Meaningful 
Engagement,  and  Diversity  and  Inclusion.  She  stated  the  good  neighbor  work  is 
integrated  into  all  they  do. 

She  expanded  on  each  Program  area:  (1)  Education  (developing  the  next  generation 
of  environmental  stewards,  ratepayers,  and  skilled  workforce),  discussing  efforts  on 
general  public  education  and  outreach  efforts  and  work  with  K-12  education;  (2) 
Workforce  and  Economic  Development  (strengthening  the  talent  pipeline  and 
creating  new  opportunities  for  both  workers  and  business),  discussing  youth 
employment  efforts,  adult  workforce  development  and  partnerships  (SFPUC 
employment,  Bayworks,  and  CityBuild),  and  economic  development;  (3) 
Environmental  Justice  and  Land  Use  (integrating  environmental  justice  to  support  a 
healthy  place  for  people  to  live,  work,  learn  and  play),  touching  on  the  Urban  Ag 
Ordinance  and  associated  work,  the  SunolAgPark  and  Watershed  Center,  and 
Southeast  Community  Facility  and  greenhouse  work;  (4)  Arts  and  Culture  (enriching 
communities  through  arts  and  cultural  programs  that  align  with  the  SFPUC  goals 
and  values),  noting  a variety  of  efforts  in  this  area;  and  (5)  Leveraged  partnerships, 
Meaningful  engagement,  and  Diversity  and  inclusion  (supporting  core  values  in 
approaches  and  processes). 

Ms.  Fernandez-Smith  concluded  her  presentation  by  offering  next  steps,  including  a 
timeline  of  upcoming  Commission  presentations. 

Vice  President  Vietor  thanked  Ms.  Fernandez-Smith  and  her  staff  for  their  work.  She 
stated  the  SFPUC  program  is  a national  model. 

Public  Comment  (continued): 

• Ms.  Yolanda  Jones,  Yolanda’s  Construction,  stated  that  the  community  benefits 
package  is  helping  her  business  and  her  ability  to  hire,  and  that  it  helps 
community  members  succeed. 

• Mr.  Charlie  Walker  expressed  his  concerns  over  issues  with  changes  in  the 
Bayview,  reduction  in  funding  and  contracting  awards. 

• Ms.  Wendy  Aragon,  CAC  Chair,  applauded  the  Community  Benefits  team  and 
the  Program. 
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• Ms.  Si  bell  a Kraus,  President  of  SAGE,  thanked  the  SFPUC  for  their  partnership 
with  SAGE. 

• Mr.  Sam  Gambino,  Geotechnical  Engineer,  MWH/URS,  offered  his  positive 
thoughts  on  working  with  summer  interns  and  educational  opportunities 
associated  with  the  Program. 

• Ms.  Asena  Tui’one,  Urban  Ed  Academy,  expressed  her  support  for  the  Program 
and  described  her  work  with  Program  participants. 

• Mr.  Eddie  Zheng,  Southeast  Facility  Commissioner,  thanked  the  Commission  for 
the  investment  in  the  City  and  the  Program. 

• Mr.  Jerome  Anderson,  JCYC  and  San  Francisco  Youth  Works,  expressed  thanks 
for  investing  in  youth  and  exposing  them  to  city  government. 

• Ms.  Kristine  Ware,  MWH  Engineering,  stated  MWH  has  enjoyed  their  partnership 
with  the  Program  and  their  work  with  STEM  education. 

• Susana  Rojas,  Mission  Neighborhood  Center,  expressed  support  for  the 
Program  and  discussed  how  it  benefited  their  participants. 

• Ms.  Lottie  Whiteside,  Bayview  resident,  stated  that  the  Program  is  important 
because  it  provides  employment  for  community  members  of  all  ages. 

• Ms.  Christina  Sandoval,  Bayview  resident,  expressed  her  support  and  discussed 
how  the  Program  has  been  of  benefit  to  her,  as  well  as  the  community. 

• Ms.  Suzanne  Feutz,  SPARK,  discussed  their  partnership  with  the  Program  and 
the  success  for  their  students  and  mentors. 

• Mr.  Art  Taylor,  CAC  District  10,  stated  that  the  presentations  the  CAC  received 
on  the  Program  were  appreciated  and  demonstrated  the  need  for  the  Program. 

• Mr.  Tom  Birmingham,  Brown  and  Caldwell,  discussed  their  work  with  assisting 
small  firms  in  the  community  get  certification,  and  expressed  support  for  the 
Program. 

• Jackie  Omotalade,  expressed  support  for  the  Program,  especially  for  the  arts 
component. 

• Mr.  DJ  Booktner,  Young  Community  Developers,  expressed  his  agreement  with 
previous  speakers,  and  stated  that  the  SFPUC  has  laid  foundation  for  a public- 
private  partnership.  He  touched  on  the  impacts  of  the  Programs  on  the  students. 

• Ms.  Ruth  Semere  described  her  experience  as  Cityworks  intern. 

• Ms.  Miriam  Solis,  UC  Berkeley  doctoral  student,  discussed  her  research  on 
environmental  justice  and  utilities. 

• Mr.  Toye  Moses,  Executive  Director,  Southeast  Facility,  thanked  the  Commission 
and  staff  for  their  work  with  the  Program  and  with  the  Southeast  Facility. 

• Mr.  Eric  McDonald,  Bayview  resident,  COO  United  Way  Bay  Area,  and 
Recreation  and  Park  Commissioner,  thanked  the  SFPUC  for  their  support  for  the 
Program  and  investment  in  youth. 

• Mr.  Denny  David  described  his  positive  experiences  as  a grantee  of  the  Program 
and  the  impact  it  has  on  the  youth  he  serves. 

• Ms.  Kia  Croom,  Bayview  business  owner,  expressed  her  support  for  the  Program 
and  the  broad  range  of  priority  areas  offered,  especially  economic  development. 

• Ms.  Whi  Ching  Kan  expressed  her  support  for  the  Program  and  described  her 
experience  working  with  youth  in  the  Program. 


SFPUC  Minutes 
January  13,  2015 


Page  4 


• Ms.  Lana  Miller,  Hunters  Point  Family,  echoed  previous  speakers  and  offered  her 
support  for  the  Program,  especially  the  investment  in  social  infrastructure. 

• Dr.  Espanola  Jackson  discussed  the  history  of  the  Program  and  its  benefits.  She 
expressed  concerns  with  funds  related  to  the  Greenhouse,  and  hiring  of 
residents  of  the  94124  zip  code.  She  thanked  staff  for  their  work. 

• Ms.  Jackie  Flin,  Executive  Director,  APR!  San  Francisco,  discussed  the  mission 
of  APR!  and  their  work  with  the  Program. 

Commissioner  Moran  expressed  his  support  for  the  Program,  thanked  the  staff  for  the 

presentation,  and  thanked  the  public  who  attended. 

Vice  President  Vietor  expressed  the  need  for  and  importance  of  the  investment  in 

social  infrastructure.  She  thanked  staff  for  their  work  and  the  public  for  their 

comments. 

President  Caen  thanked  the  public  for  their  comments. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Dr.  Espanola  Jackson  expressed  concern  over  a phone  call  she  received 
requesting  her  private  information.  She  reminded  people  to  not  give  private 
information  to  anyone. 

The  Commission  recessed  at  3:10  PM  and  reconvened  at  3:25  PM. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Comprehensive  Annual  Financial  Report 

d)  Popular  Annual  Financial  Report 

e)  Water  Resources  Division  Annual  Report 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  the  CIP  reports  are  designed  for  projects  with  a 
clear  beginning  and  end,  but  aren’t  good  for  other  types  of  projects.  He 
suggested  that  staff  use  the  Hetch  Hetchy  reports  as  an  example  and  create 
status  reports  with  more  meaningful  measures  fornon-CIP  projects. 

He  asked  that  staff  look  at  ways  to  recapture  productivity  improvements,  other 
than  no  staffing  increases,  and  be  more  deliberate  in  seeking  productivity 
improvements.  He  would  like  to  see  those  savings  investments  used  in  other 
areas.  He  requested  that  staff  prepare  something  for  the  Commission’s 
consideration. 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  the  Water  Resources  Division  Annual  Report  is  a 
useful  document  that  lays  out  the  business  of  the  Enterprise.  He  discussed  the 
chart  on  page  six  and  the  decreasing  use  of  water  over  time.  He  indicated  a 
focus  needs  to  be  made  on  the  messaging. 
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Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM  Water,  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner 
Moran  regarding  the  conservation  program  and  non-potable  water  grant 
programs. 

In  response  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor,  AGM  Ritchie  provided 
information  on  how  the  report  is  distributed. 

President  Caen  expressed  her  pleasure  with  the  Popular  Annual  Financial 
Report. 

Commission  Secretary  Hood  provided  updates  to  the  Letter  Summary,  noting 
that  letters  from  Dr.  Caesar  Churchwell  and  Pete  Varma  were  received 
expressing  support  for  SSIP  upgrades  to  the  Southeast  Treatment  Facility;  and  a 
letter  was  received  from  Rosanna  Russell  regarding  SFPUC  Real  Estate 
Guidelines. 

Public  Comment: 

None. 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update 

AGM  Ritchie  began  his  drought  update  by  discussing  the  nine-county  Bay  Area 
lowest  per  capita  (residential)  consumption  as  of  November  2014,  noting  many  of 
the  lowest  users  are  in  San  Francisco  or  are  SFPUC  customers.  He  discussed 
total  deliveries  through  2014;  Total  System  Water  Savings  in  2014;  Current 
reservoir  storage  levels;  Cumulative  Precipitation;  Snowpack;  Bay  Area  seven- 
station  precipitation  index(as  of  January  12,  2015);  Upcountry  six-station 
precipitation  index  (as  of  January  12,  2015);  Tuolumne  unimpaired  flow; 

Tuolumne  unimpaired  flow  plus  districts’  maximum  entitlements;  Tuolumne 
unimpaired  flow  plus  districts'  actual  entitlements;  and  Tuolumne  unimpaired  flow 
plus  water  available  to  San  Francisco.  He  discussed  what  is  needed  in  water 
year  2015  and  he  concluded  with  a brief  summary. 

b)  Policy  and  Legislative  Update 

Ms.  Radhika  Fox,  Legislative  Director,  provided  highlights  of  policy  and 
legislative  work.  She  stated  that  in  March  there  will  be  formal  presentations  by 
SFPUC  lobbyists.  She  summarized  policy  work  and  noted  highlights  at  the  local, 
state,  and  federal  levels.  She  stated  FERC  issues  will  be  a priority  in  2015. 

Ms.  Fox  showed  a brief  video  as  an  example  of  the  types  of  educational  tools 
they  use  to  inform  individuals  about  the  work  of  utilities. 

Ms.  Fox  stated  that  she  would  be  leaving  SFPUC  employment  at  the  end  of 
January.  She  thanked  AGM  Ellis  for  the  opportunity  to  work  at  the  SFPUC. 

President  Caen,  Vice  President  Vietor  and  Commissioner  Moran  thanked  Ms. 

Fox  for  her  work. 
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Public  Comment: 
None. 


Consent  Calendar 

Commissioner  Moran  disclosed  that  he  has  a long-standing  professional 
relationship  with  the  individuals  in  items  8d  and  8e,  stemming  from  his  previous  role 
as  the  General  Manager  for  the  SFPUC.  He  requested  that  items  8a,  8b,  and  8f  be 
removed  from  the  consent  calendar. 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Eurofins  Eaton  Analytical,  Inc.,  and  award  Agreement 
No.  PUC.PRO.OOOI  .14,  As-Needed  Laboratory  Analytical  Services,  to  provide  as- 
needed  reference  laboratory  testing  of  drinking  water,  wastewater,  groundwater, 
soils,  sediments,  solids,  hazardous  waste,  and  biota;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $5,000.000.  with  a duration  of  five  years. 

(Resolution  15-0010) 

b)  Approve  the  selection  of  Carollo  Engineers/Lee  Inc.,  JV,  and  MWH  Americas. 

Inc.:  Award  Agreements  No.  CS-1004A  and  CS-1004B,  Engineering  Design 
Services  for  Oceanside  Plant,  to  provide  specialized  engineering  design  services 
for  the  SSIP  projects  at  the  Plant:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  professional  services  agreements  with  Carollo  Engineers/Lee  Inc., 

JV,  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  each  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $3,500,000  and  a 
duration  of  seven  years.  (Resolution  15-0011) 

c)  Approve  the  Assignment  and  Novation  Agreement  for  No.  CS-1 1 3B,  As-Needed 
Laboratory  Services:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an 
Assignment  and  Novation  of  the  existing  Contract  from  BioVir  Laboratories.  Inc., 
to  Institute  for  Environmental  Health,  Inc.  (Resolution  15-0001) 

d)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-231,  State  Legislative 
Representation  and  Advocacy  Services,  with  Edelstein,  Gilbert.  Robson,  and 
Smith,  to  provide  state  legislative  representation  and  advocacy  services  to  the 
SFPUC:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  by  $482,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $1 ,1 00,000,  and  a time  extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  agreement 
duration  of  five  years.  (Resolution  15-0002) 

e)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-232R,  Federal  Legislative 
Representation  and  Advocacy  Services,  with  Daryl  Owen  Associates,  Inc.,  to 
provide  federal  legislative  representation  and  advocacy  services  to  the  SFPUC: 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  agreement  with  a time 
extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  years,  with  no 
change  to  the  contract  amount.  (Resolution  15-0003) 
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f)  Approve  the  selection  of  AECOM;  and  award  Agreement  No.  CS-366,  Emergency 
Planning,  Technical  Assistance  and  Training  Support,  to  provide  updates  to 
emergency  plans,  emergency  exercise  support,  and  emergency  preparedness 
training  to  SFPUC  employees;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$2,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  four  years.  (Resolution  15-0012) 

g)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-91 9R,  Harry  T racy  Water 
Treatment  Plant  - Long  Term  Improvements  Project  Construction  Management 
Services,  with  HDR  Engineering,  Inc.,  for  additional  construction  management 
services;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  not-to-exceed  amount  up  to  $2,000,000  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $1 8,000,000,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  duration, 
subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 1 8. 
(Resolution  15-0004) 

h)  Accept  work  performed  by  Precision  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WW-550, 
20th/Arkansas/Connecticut/  Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$3,547,479  (of  which  $3,1 02,448  is  funded  by  WWE  and  $445,031  is  funded  bv 
DPW);  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  for  a time  extension  of  37  consecutive 
calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  318  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  1 1 months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 
(Resolution  15-0005) 

i)  Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WW-552R,  Clay,  Cherry,  and  Collins 
Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  Water  Main  Installation,  and  Pavement  Renovation, 
to  account  for  additional  time  to  complete  water  main  connections  and  related 
disinfection  activities,  extending  the  contract  duration  bv  90  consecutive  calendar 
days  (three  months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  450  consecutive  calendar 
days  (one  year  and  three  months).  (Resolution  15-0006) 

j)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  an  amendment  to  the 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior. 
National  Park  Service  - Yosemite  National  Park,  to  provide  a one-vear  extension, 
for  a total  duration  of  six  years;  and  provide  additional  funding  in  the  amount  of 
$4,173,294  for  a total  of  $34,173,294,  for  watershed  protection,  environmental 
stewardship  and  security,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to 
Charter  Section  9. 1 1 8.  This  modification  will  extend  the  MOA  from  July  1 , 201 5 to 
July  1 , 2016  and  allow  the  MOA  to  coincide  with  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco’s  two-vear  budget  cycle.  (Resolution  15-00071 

k)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a five-year  revocable  license  to  San  Mateo  Countv  to  use  approximately  80  linear 
feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  2011-1  on  San  Benito  Avenue  in  North  Fair  Oaks,  CA,  for 
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two  underground  eight-inch  high  density  polyethylene  overflow  culvert  pipes, 
without  a use  fee.  (Resolution  15-0008) 

I)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a five-year  revocable  license  to  Rector  Motor  Car  Company,  to  use  approximately 
10,000  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  23  (a  portion  of  Assessor’s  Parcel  Number 
093361010),  located  adjacent  to  California  Drive,  near  Broadway  in  Burlingame, 
CA,  for  parking.  Licensee  will  install  fencing  around  the  existing  paved  parking  lot 
and  use  the  fenced  premises  to  park  its  automobile  inventory.  The  annual  use  fee 
is  $38,000,  with  four  percent  annual  increases.  (Resolution  15-0009) 

Public  Comment: 

None. 

On  Motion:  8c,  8d,  8e,  8g,  8h,  8i,  8j,  8k,  and  81 
Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Commissioner  Moran  expressed  concerns  with  item  8a  and  the  insufficient 
number  of  bidders.  In  order  to  continue  work  but  allow  the  opportunity  for  the  bid 
to  go  out  again,  he  proposed  an  amendment  to  the  contract  to  specify  a duration 
of  three  years,  and  for  an  amount  of  $3, 000, 000. 

Public  Comment: 

• None. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  8a  as  amended: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Commissioner  Moran  expressed  similar  concerns  with  item  8b,  as  there  were  only 
two  bidders,  with  each  given  a part  of  the  contract. 

Mr.  Emilio  Cruz,  AGM,  Infrastructure,  provided  details  on  the  gualifications 
needed  to  complete  the  work  and  stated  there  are  limited  numbers  of  contractors 
available.  He  discussed  the  rationale  for  the  dual  award. 

Public  Comment: 

None. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  8b: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Commissioner  Moran  offered  his  thoughts  on  the  determining  factor  for  the  award 
of  the  contract  for  item  8f. 

Public  Comment: 

None. 
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On  Motion  to  approve  item  8f: 

/Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 


9.  Approve  revised  Real  Estate  Guidelines  to  set  forth  SFPUC  policies  and  real  estate 
practices  and  delegate  authority  to  the  General  Manager  and  staff  to  enter  into 
certain  leases,  licenses,  and  real  estate  related  Memoranda  of  Understanding. 

(Resolution  15-0013) 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  staff  for  the  clarification  memo.  He  requested  that  for 
future  policy  changes,  that  type  of  memorandum  be  presented  to  the  Commission. 

Public  Comment: 

• Katherine  Jones,  Trust  for  Public  Land,  expressed  support  for  the  Water  Pipeline 
Right-of-Way  use  Policy  and  encouraged  Commission  support.  (Ms.  Jones  spoke 
on  item  10  under  public  comment  for  item  9). 

On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

10.  Approve  the  Interim  Water  Pipeline  Riqht-of-Wav  Use  Policy  for  San  Mateo,  Santa 
Clara  and  Alameda  Counties,  as  an  amendment  to  the  Real  Estate  Guidelines: 
Approve  the  amendment  to  Real  Estate  Guidelines  to  include  the  Interim  Riqht-of- 
Wav  Use  Policy:  and  approve  the  Riqht-of-Wav  Integrated  Vegetation  Management 
Policy  amendment.  (Resolution  15-0014) 

Ms.  Rosanna  Russell,  Real  Estate  Director,  responded  to  a question  from 
Commissioner  Moran  regarding  the  need  for  the  item.  She  also  responded  to  a 
question  from  Vice  President  Vietor  on  secondary  land  use  and  how  it  fits  into  the 
policy. 

On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 
Public  Comment: 

See  public  comment  under  item  9 for  comment. 

11.  Approve  Amendment  No.1  for  Agreement  CS-371 , to  renew  approximately  25  youth 
project-based  service  learning  grant  agreements  with  selected  local  community- 
based  nonprofit  organizations,  to  support  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  high  school 
youth  who  will  engage  in  SFPUC  project-based  service  learning  opportunities  during 
the  summer  of  2015:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  cumulative  agreement  amount  by  $350,000,  for  a total 
cumulative  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $700,000,  and  with  a non- 
consecutive  time  extension  of  six  months  per  agreement,  for  a total  agreement 
duration  of  one-year  per  agreement.  (Resolution  15-0015) 
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On  Motion: 

Ayes : Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 


Public  Comment: 

None. 

12.  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  Calaveras  Dam 
Replacement  Construction  Management  Services,  with  Black  and  Veatch,  to  provide 
ongoing  construction  management  support  during  construction  and  close-out  of  the 
project;  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Amendment  No. 

2,  increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $30,500,000,  for  a total  agreement  amount  of 
$68,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up  to  two  years,  10  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  10  months;  and  revise  the  contract  terms  to 
increase  the  multiplier  for  consultant  and  sub-consultant  staff,  subject  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

President  Caen  stated  the  item  would  be  continued  to  January  27,  2015. 

13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-998C,  As-needed  Geotechnical 
Services,  with  Treadwell  & Rollo/RYCG,  JV;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  agreement  duration  for  four  years,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  (Resolution  15-0016) 

On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comment: 

None. 

14.  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2621R,  San 
Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations,  in  the  amount  of  $14,955,100,  to  the 
lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Western  Water  Constructors, 
Inc.,  to  construct  the  Lake  Merced  Well  Station,  the  South  Sunset  Well  Station,  the 
West  Sunset  Well  Station,  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Central  Well  Station,  and  the  pH 
Adjustment  Building  at  Sunset  Reservoir.  (Resolution  15-0017) 

AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor  on  when  the  wells 
will  be  completed. 

On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comment: 

None. 
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15.  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2668,  Regional 
Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery,  in  the  amount  of  $42,980,047,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Ranger  Pipelines.  Inc.,  to  construct  13 
groundwater  well  facilities  including  chemical  treatment  equipment,  tanks,  pumping 
systems,  and  associated  pipelines.  (Resolution  15-0018) 

DGM  Carlin  introduced  the  item  and  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen 
on  water  storage. 

On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comment: 

None. 

16.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

17.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:26  PM. 

Closed  Session 

1 8.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  Docket  EL-3-000 
Date  Filed:  October  10,  2015 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 
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San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 


21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A127554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

22.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:39  PM. 

23.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

President  Caen  announced  that  no  action  was  taken  in  closed  session. 

24.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 
On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

25.  Other  new  business 

Commissioner  Courtney  stated  he  will  be  requesting  that  President  Caen  place  on 
a future  agenda  items  related  to  golf  course  maintenance,  integrated  pest 
management,  and  pre-apprentice  academy. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:41  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0001 


WHEREAS,  Commission  Resolution  09-0017  on  January  27,  2009  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  No.  CS-113B,  As-Needed  Laboratory  Services  in  the 
amount  of  $1,000,000,  and  with  a term  of  three  years  and  four  months,  with  BioVir  Laboratories; 
and 


WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  issued  per  Commission  Resolution  13-0171  on 
November  12,  2013  to  continue  as-needed  laboratory  services  for  analytical  testing  of 
microorganisms  in  various  water  matrixes  and  provide  testing  and  services  such  as  technical 
support,  data  analysis  and  consulting  services,  extending  the  agreement  term  by  two  years  and 
six  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  years  and  ten  months;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  connection  with  the  sale  of  BioVir  Laboratories,  Inc.  the  Consultant 
(“Assignor”)  has  requested  a consent  to  an  Assignment  and  Novation  to  Institute  for 
Environmental  Health,  Inc.  (“Assignee”);  and 

WHEREAS,  All  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  original  agreement  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  an 
Assignment  and  Novation  Agreement  in  a form  approved  by  the  City  Attorney. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0002 


WHEREAS,  On  March  13,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0041,  this  Commission  awarded 
Agreement  No.  CS-231,  State  Legislative  Representation  and  Advocacy  Services,  and  authorized 
the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute 
a professional  services  agreement,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000  and  with  an  initial 
term  of  three  years,  concluding  on  April  30,  2015,  with  Edelstein  Gilbert  Robson  & Smith  LLC; 
and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  1,  2012,  a professional  services  agreement  was  executed  with 
Edelstein  Gilbert  Robson  & Smith  LLC  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $600,000  and  an  initial  term 
of  three  years,  to  provide  state  legislative  representation  and  advocacy  services  to  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  issued  for  $18,000  on  February  28,  2013,  increasing 
the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $618,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2:  is  being  requested  for  $482,000  increasing  the  total  not- 
to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $1,100,000,  and  extending  the  agreement  term  by  two  years  to 
April  30,  2017,  in  order  to  continue  the  provision  of  the  aforementioned  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  sub  consulting  goal  of  10%  LBE 
participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  this 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  the  External  Affairs  Operating 
Budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  External 
Affairs  Operating  Budget-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-231,  State  Legislative  Representation  and 
Advocacy  Services,  with  Edelstein  Gilbert  Robson  & Smith  LLC,  and  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  by  $482,000,  for  a total  agreement  amount  of  $1,100,000,  and  with  a 
time  extension  of  two  consecutive  calendar  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five 
consecutive  calendar  years. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0003 


WHEREAS,  On  May  22,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0087,  this  Commission 
awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-232R,  Federal  Legislative  Representation  and  Advocacy  Services, 
and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement,  in  the  amount  of  $1,250,000  and  with 
an  initial  term  of  three  years,  concluding  on  July  30,  2015,  with  Daryl  Owen  Associates,  Inc.; 
and 


WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  two 
years  to  July  30,  2017,  in  order  to  continue  the  provision  of  the  aforementioned  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  14B.8  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subconsulting  goals  have  been  waived  for  this  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  the  External  Affairs  Operating 
Budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  External 
Affairs  Operating  Budget-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-232R.  Federal  Legislative  Representation 
and  Advocacy  Services,  with  Daryl  Owen  Associates,  Inc.,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  term 
of  this  agreement  by  two  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  consecutive  calendar  years. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 

fi 

x UmM.  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0004 


WHEREAS,  On  January  1 1,  2011,  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  1 1-0010,  this  Commission  awarded 
Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-919R,  Harry 
Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  - Long  Term  Improvements  Project  Construction  Management  Services, 
and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $16,000,000  and  with  a term  of  five  years, 
concluding  on  February  25,  2016,  with  HDR  Engineering  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  15,  2011  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  087-11,  the  San  Francisco  Board 
of  Supervisors  approved  Agreement  No.  CS-919R;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  phase  of  the  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  - Long  Term 
Improvements  Project  is  forecasted  to  end  by  June,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $2,000,000,  increasing  the  total  not-to- 
exceed  agreement  amount  to  $18,000,000,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  duration,  in  order  to  provide 
continued  construction  management  services  during  the  construction  phase  of  the  Harry  Tracy  Water 
Treatment  Plant  - Long  Term  Improvements  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
subconsulting  participation  goal  of  16.0  % for  this  agreement,  and  that  goal  will  remain  unchanged;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  and  amendment  are  available  from  WSIP  regional  projects 
within  the  program’s  Peninsula  Region;  now,  therefore,  be  it, 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP-funded 
Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-919R,  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  - Long  Term 
Improvements  Project  Construction  Management  Services  with  HDR  Engineering  Inc.,  for  continued 
construction  management  services  associated  with  the  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  - Long  Term 
Improvements  Project,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $2,000,000,  for  a total  not-to- 
exceed  agreement  amount  of  $18,000,000,  and  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  duration,  subject  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0005 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  WW-550,  20th/ Arkansas/Connecticut/ 
Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  by 
the  contractor,  Precision  Engineering;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  9,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0113,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-550,  20th/Arkansas/Connecticut/Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets 
Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of  $3,372,390,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Precision  Engineering;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  To  Proceed  date  was  set  for  September  16, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  281  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  318  consecutive  calendar  days  on  July  30,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $3,372,390  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  281  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $175,089  to  account  for  actual  costs  of 
labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  the  contract  work  under  bid  item  allowances,  and 
increased  the  contract  amount  to  $3,547,479;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 (Final)  is  being  requested  for  a time  extension  of  37 
consecutive  calendar  days  to  complete  all  contract  work  and  increases  the  contract  duration  to 
318  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor  has  complied  with  the  CMD  subcontracting  goals  of  15% 
LBE  submitted  for  this  contract  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  15.2%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS58,  20th/ Arkansas/ 
Connecticut/Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  DPW  Project 
No.  CSTR11SR92,  20th/Arkansas/Connecticut/Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets 
Pavement  Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Precision 
Engineering  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  and 
Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Pavement  Renovation  Project  funded  Contract  No.  WW- 
550,  20th/ Arkansas/Connecticut/Mississippi/Missouri  and  Wisconsin  Streets  Sewer  Replacement 
and  Pavement  Renovation;  approves  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  for  a time  extension  of  37 
consecutive  calendar  days  and  a total  contract  duration  of  318  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 

kM&d  iL. 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0006 


WHEREAS,  On  October  13,  2013,  per  Resolution  No.  13-0154,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Contract  No.  WW-552R,  Clay,  Cherry,  and  Collins  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement,  Water  Main  Installation,  and  Pavement  Renovation,  to  Shaw  Pipeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  February  4, 
2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $4,466,518  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  360  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
extensions  of  time  exceeding  10%  of  the  original  duration  be  approved  by  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  a non-compensable  time 
extension  of  90  consecutive  calendar  days  to  account  for  additional  time  for  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  Water  Enterprise  personnel  to  complete  water  main  connections  and 
related  disinfection  activities,  increasing  the  contract  duration  to  450  consecutive  calendar  days; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Monitoring  Division  subcontracting  goals  of  14%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  were  originally  established  for  this  construction  contract  and 
Shaw  Pipeline  committed  to  utilize  55.22%  LBE  participation  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  WWE  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS59,  Clay, 
Cherry,  and  Collins  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  the  PUC  Water  Enterprise  Project  No. 
CUW280,  Clay  and  Cherry  Streets  Water  Main  Installation,  and  DPW  Project  No. 
CSTR11SR5038,  Clay,  Cherry,  and  Collins  Streets  Pavement  Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  1 to  Wastewater 
Enterprise,  Renewal  and  Replacement,  Water  Enterprise  Local  Conveyance/Distribution  System, 
and  Department  of  Public  Works  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded,  Contract  No.  WW- 
552R,  Clay,  Cherry,  and  Collins  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  Water  Main  Installation,  and 
Pavement  Renovation,  with  Shaw  Pipeline,  to  account  for  additional  time  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  Water  Enterprise  personnel  require  to  complete  water  main  connections 
and  related  disinfection  activities,  extending  the  contract  duration  by  90  consecutive  calendar 
days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  450  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0007 


WHEREAS,  In  August  of  2010,  this  Commission  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  (MOA)  with 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  National  Park  Service,  Yosemite  National  Park,  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $30,000,000,  and  a total  duration  of  sixty  (60)  months  for  watershed  protection,  environmental 
stewardship  and  security;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 would  increase  the  amount  by  $4,173,294,  for  a total  of  $34, 
173,294  and  will  extend  the  MOA  from  July  1,  2015  to  July  1,  2016,  for  a total  of  six  years,  and  allow 
the  MOA  to  coincide  with  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco’s  two  year  budget  cycle;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  adoption  of  this 
Resolution  does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA) 
Guidelines  Section  15378  subsection  (b)  (2)  which  includes  continuing  administrative  or  maintenance 
activities  and  subsection  (b)  (4)  which  includes  creation  of  a government  funding  mechanism  or  other 
government  fiscal  activities  which  do  not  involve  any  commitment  to  any  specific  project  which  may 
result  in  a potentially  significant  physical  impact  on  the  environment.  Should  funding  authorized  under 
the  subject  MOA  involve  activities  other  than  personnel-related  functions,  approval  and  implementation 
of  those  activities  by  the  National  Park  Service,  Yosemite  National  Park  would  be  subject  to  compliance 
with  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA).  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Department 
Environmental  Review  Officer  concurred  with  a statutory  exemption  determination  by  the  Bureau  of 
Environmental  Management  under  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15269(a)  (Emergency  Projects)  for 
Restoration  and  Maintenance  of  SFPUC  Property  Damaged  by  the  2013  Rim  Fire;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
Operating  budget  and  Rim  Fire  Project  budget  for  fiscal  year  2015-16;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute  a modification  to  the  Memorandum  of  Agreement 
with  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  National  Park  Service,  Yosemite  National  Park  to  extend  the 
agreement  for  one  year  with  an  increased  amount  of  $4,173,294,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of 
$34,173,294,  and  a total  duration  of  seventy  two  (72)  months;  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0008 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
designated  as  SFPUC  Parcel  2011-1  on  San  Benito  Avenue  in  North  Fair  Oaks,  California 
(Premises);  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Mateo  County  (Licensee)  desires  to  obtain  a revocable  license  (License) 
to  install,  operate,  and  maintain  two  underground  eight-inch  high  density  polyethylene  overflow 
culvert  pipes  on  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  the  License;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  adopted  the  2013  Real  Estate  Guidelines  on  March  5,  2013, 
which  provide  that  the  SFPUC  may  issue  a license  with  no  use  fee  for  a revocable  license  to  a 
public  agency;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  is  a public  agency  under  Section  6.4  of  the  2013  Real  Estate 
Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  reviewed  the  project  description  at  its  Natural  Resources  Land 
Management  Division  Project  Review  Meeting  on  March  27,  2013.  The  project  as  originally 
proposed  was  modified  to  the  satisfaction  of  SFPUC  reviewers  to  address  concerns  expressed  at 
the  Project  Review  Meeting;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  has  determined  that  issuance  of  a revocable  license  to  carry  out  the 
portion  of  the  work  that  requires  the  use  of  SFPUC  ROW  is  within  the  scope  of  the  San  Mateo 
County's  approval  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA),  and  that  the 
County's  Categorical  Exemption  and  these  Findings  are  adequate  for  this  Commission  to  approve 
the  requested  revocable  license  for  the  Project.  The  Minutes  of  the  Project  Review  Meeting,  the 
County's  Notice  of  Exemption  (NOE)  under  CEQA  and  other  materials  that  are  part  of  the  record 
of  this  request  are  available  for  public  review  at  the  SFPUC  offices,  Real  Estate  Services 
Division,  525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  8th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  which  is  the  custodian  of 
records  for  the  revocable  license  request;  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  San  Mateo  County  filed  the  NOE  and  approved  the  Project,  there 
have  been  no  substantial  changes  in  the  Project  or  changes  in  Project  circumstances  that  would 
result  in  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously 
identified  significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that 
would  change  the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the  NOE;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Mateo  County  did  not  adopt  mitigation  measures  when  the  Project  was 
approved.  SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or  responsibility  with  respect  to  the  Project  other  than 
Project  Sponsor's  request  and  the  SFPUC  authorization  to  approve  the  revocable  license  and  to 
enable  the  Project  Sponsor's  through  approval  of  the  revocable  license  to  construct  the  San 
Benito  Avenue  Overflow  Culvert;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  that  issuance  of  the  License  to  Licensee 
without  a use  fee  benefits  the  SFPUC’s  utility  purpose;  and  be  it 

FURTE1ER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  License  and  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  License; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes 
all  actions  heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  this  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
License  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0009 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
designated  as  SFPUC  Parcel  23  (a  portion  of  Assessor’s  Parcel  Number  093361010)  located 
adjacent  to  California  Drive  at  Broadway  Avenue,  in  Burlingame,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  Rector  Motor  Car  Company  (Licensee)  operates  a Porsche-Audi  dealership; 
and 

WHEREASE,  Licensee  desires  to  obtain  a license  to  fence  and  use  approximately  10,000 
square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  23  (Premises)  to  park  its  automobile  inventory;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Premises  are  a portion  of  the  former  Municipal  Railway  right-of-way 
and  have  no  subsurface  water  transmission  lines  or  any  other  SFPUC  utility  improvements. 
Thus,  Licensee’s  proposed  use  of  the  Premises  will  have  no  impact  on  SFPUC  operations 
because  there  is  no  SFPUC  infrastructure  on  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  the  License,  allowing  Licensee  to  fence 
and  use  the  Premises  for  parking  of  its  automobile  inventory;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  issued  a categorical  exemption 
determination  on  December  30,  2014  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Section  15303 
under  Planning  Department  Case  Number  2014.003238ENV;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes  all  actions 
heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  this  License;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  License;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the 
SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  License;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
License  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0010 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  Water  Quality 
Division  (WQD)  ensures  the  SFPUC  complies  with  all  current  and  future  water  quality 
regulations  and  customer  expectations  through  sampling,  laboratory  analyses,  and  regulatory 
reporting  of  drinking  water,  wastewater,  groundwater,  soils,  sediments,  solids,  hazardous  waste, 
and  biota;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  WQD  also  provides  full  analytical  support  (chemical,  physical, 
radiological,  and  microbiological  analyses)  to  SFPUC  operating  units  (water  and  wastewater), 
source  control  and  engineering  units,  and  to  other  City  departments,  public  agencies,  and 
wholesale  water  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  water  and  wastewater 
testing  laboratory  to  provide  as-needed  analytical  sample  testing  to  supplement  the  SFPUC 
WQD  laboratory  capabilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $5,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  was  advertised  on  November  12,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  March  2015  and  end  in  February  2020, 
and  the  duration  of  this  agreement  is  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  sole 
proposal  received  resulted  in  the  determination  that  Eurofins  Eaton  Analytical,  Inc.  is  a qualified 
consulting  firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B.8(A)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
CMD  has  waived  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  subconsulting  goal  for  this  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  re-advertising  and  re-selecting 
consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  the  annual  fiscal  year  operating  budgets  for  the  WQD,  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Eurofins  Eaton 
Analytical,  Inc.;  awards  Agreement  No.  PUC. PRO. 0001. 14,  As-Needed  Laboratory  Analytical 
Services,  to  provide  as-needed  reference  laboratory  testing  of  drinking  water,  wastewater, 
groundwater,  soils,  sediments,  solids,  hazardous  waste,  and  biota;  and  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  with  Eurofins  Eaton  Analytical,  Inc.  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$3,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  three  years,  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or 
City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  re-advertise  the  professional  services  agreement  and  re- 
select a consultant. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0011 


WHEREAS,  The  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  (OSP)  requires  replacement  or 
upgrades  to  maintain  efficient  operation,  seismic  reliability,  extend  the  useful  life  of  equipment 
and  achieve  the  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program’s  (SSLP)  objective  to  bring  the  City’s 
combined  wastewater  and  stormwater  systems  into  a state  of  good  repair;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  engineering  consultants  to 
provide  specialized  engineering  design  services  to  supplement  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  not  to  exceed  $3,500,000  per  agreement, 
with  a cumulative  total  of  $7,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposal  was  advertised  on  October  10,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  March  2015  and  end  in  March  2022,  and 
the  duration  of  each  agreement  is  seven  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  Carollo  Engineers/Lee  Inc.,  JV  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.  were  the  only 
proposers  and  were  deemed  responsible,  responsive,  and  qualified  bidders  by  SFPUC  and 
Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subconsulting  goal  of  13%  Local  Business  Enterprise  LBE 
participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  this 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  re-advertising  and  re-selecting 
consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  these  agreements  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreements  from  SSIP  Projects;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Carollo  Engineers/ 
Lee  Inc.,  JV  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.;  awards  SSIP-funded  Agreements  No.  CS-1004A  and 
CS-1004B,  Engineering  Design  Services  for  Oceanside  Plant,  to  Carollo  Engineers/Lee  Inc.,  JV 
(CS-1004A)  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.  (CS-1004B),  to  provide  specialized  engineering  design 
for  the  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute  professional  services  agreements 
with  Carollo  Engineers/Lee  Inc.,  JV  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  each  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$3,500,000,  and  each  with  a duration  of  seven  years,  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not 
successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  re-advertise  the  professional  services 
agreement  and  re-select  a consultant(s). 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


- 


;n/uu- 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0012 


WHEREAS,  Emergency  operations  planning  for  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  and  emergency  preparedness  training  for  SFPUC  employees  is  critical  to 
ensuring  that  the  SFPUC  is  able  to  respond  and  recover  from  potential  damage  to  the  water 
system  resulting  from  an  unforeseen  emergency  event;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  a qualified  firm  to  provide 
Emergency  Operations  Plan  training  and  emergency  exercise  support  to  supplement  SFPUC 
staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $2,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposal  was  advertised  on  September  19,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  February  2015  and  end  in  February 
2019,  and  the  duration  of  this  agreement  is  four  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  AECOM  as  the  highest-ranking  consulting  firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subconsulting  goal  of  10%  Local  Business  Enterprise  participation 
(of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  the  Water,  Wastewater  and  Power  annual  operating  budgets;  now,  therefore,  be 
it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  AECOM;  awards 
Agreement  No.  CS-366,  Emergency  Planning,  Technical  Assistance  and  Training  Support  , to 
provide  updates  to  emergency  plans,  emergency  exercise  support,  and  emergency  preparedness 
training  to  SFPUC  employees;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  AECOM  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$2,000,000  and  with  a duration  of  four  years,  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or 
City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement 
with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


1 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0013 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Charter  Sections  8B.121  and  4.132  provide  that  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  exclusive  charge  of,  among  other  things,  its 
real  property  assets;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  a duly  appointed  General  Manager  and  pursuant  to  San 
Francisco  Charter  Section  4.126,  the  General  Manager  is  responsible  for  the  administration  and 
management  of  the  department;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Real  Estate  Services  Division  (RES)  of  the  SFPUC,  among  other 
things,  administers  real  property  under  the  SFPUC’s  jurisdiction  (SFPUC  Property)  having 
income-producing  potential;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  13,  2012  by  Resolution  No.  12-0043,  this  Commission  approved 
the  Real  Estate  Services  Guidelines  (2012  Guidelines).  The  2012  Guidelines  established  a high- 
level  manual  for  RES  focusing  on  critical  policy  objectives  governing  the  use  of  certain  SFPUC 
Property;  and 

WHEREAS,  Resolution  No.  12-0043  contemplated  that  the  Real  Estate  Director  would 
ask  this  Commission  to  amend  the  2012  Guidelines  from  time  to  time;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  12,  2013  by  Resolution  No.  13-0041,  this  Commission  approved 
revised  Real  Estate  Guidelines  (2013  Guidelines);  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  2013,  SFPUC  policy  and  procedures  have  changed  to  the  extent  that 
the  2013  Guidelines  no  longer  reflect  current  commercially  standard  rental  valuation  methods  or 
SFPUC  operations,  obligations  and  practices;  and 

WHEREAS,  RES  revised  the  2013  Guidelines  (2015  Guidelines)  to  reflect  (a)  changes  in 
SFPUC  policy  for  approval  of  leases  and  licenses;  (b)  updated  standard  commercial  lease  and 
license  rental  valuation  practices;  (c)  revised  City  Attorney  forms  of  leases  and  licenses;  and  (d) 
changes  designed  to  allow  RES  greater  efficiency  and  flexibility  in  the  management  of  SFPUC 
property; 

WHEREAS,  Approval  of  the  proposed  Policy  and  Policy  Amendment  would  not  fall 
within  the  definition  of  a “project”  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA) 
Guidelines  Section  15378  because  there  would  be  no  direct  or  indirect  physical  change  in  the 
environment.  And,  individual  applications  for  revocable  license  or  lease  to  use  SFPUC  Right  of 
Way  would  be  subject  to  environmental  review  under  CEQA  prior  to  issuance  of  any  license  or 
lease  in  compliance  with  the  proposed  Policy  and  Policy  Amendment;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  2015  Guidelines  dated  January 
13,  2015  and  the  City  Attorney-approved  legal  forms  of  leases  and  licenses  on  file  with  the 
SFPUC  Secretary;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager,  the 
Real  Estate  Director  and  the  City  Director  of  Property  to  take  any  and  all  other  steps  they,  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  determine  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not 
materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  City  or  materially  diminish  the  benefits  to 
the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  this  Resolution;  and 
are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0014 


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Charter  Sections  8B.121  and  4.132,  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  exclusive  charge  of,  among  other  things,  its  real 
property  assets;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  General  Manager  is  responsible  for  the  administration  and 
management  of  the  department  under  Charter  Section  4.126;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Real  Estate  Services  Division  (RES)  of  the  SFPUC,  among  other 
things,  administers  real  property  under  the  SFPUC’s  jurisdiction  (SFPUC  Property)  having 
income-producing  potential;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  13,  2012  by  Resolution  No.  12-0043,  this  Commission  approved 
the  Real  Estate  Services  Guidelines  (2012  Guidelines).  The  2012  Guidelines  established  a high- 
level  manual  for  RES  focusing  on  critical  policy  objectives  governing  the  use  of  certain  SFPUC 
Property;  and 

WHEREAS,  Resolution  No.  12-0043  contemplated  that  the  Real  Estate  Director  would 
ask  this  Commission  to  amend  the  2012  Guidelines  from  time  to  time;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  12,  2013  by  Resolution  No.  13-0041,  this  Commission  approved 
revised  Real  Estate  Services  Guidelines  (2013  Guidelines);  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  2013,  SFPUC  policy  and  procedures  have  changed  to  the  extent  that 
the  2013  Guidelines  no  longer  reflect  SFPUC  operations,  obligations  and  practices;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  drafted  the  Interim  Water  Pipeline  Right  of  Way  Use  Policy 
for  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara  and  Alameda  Counties  (Interim  Right  of  Way  Use  Policy)  to 
memorialize  the  engineering,  real  estate  and  environmental  requirements  initially  presented  to 
applicants  at  SFPUC  Project  Review  Committee  meetings;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Interim  Right  of  Way  Use  Policy  is  designed  to  increase  transparency 
and  assist  applicants  by  clarifying  existing  SFPUC  requirements  before  they  come  to  Project 
Review;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Interim  Right  of  Way  Use  Policy  responds  to  the  suburbanization  of 
property  adjacent  to  the  Right  of  Way  in  Alameda,  Santa  Clara  and  San  Mateo  Counties  where 
developers  are  seeking  to  use  SFPUC  property  to  fulfill  open  space  and  other  requirements;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Natural  Resources  and  Lands  Management  Division  (NRLMD)  of  the 
SFPUC,  among  other  things,  manages  and  protects  the  SFPUC  watersheds  and  other  natural 
areas  under  the  SFPUC’s  jurisdiction;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  19,  2001  by  Resolution  No.  01-0051  this  Commission  approved 
the  Right  of  Way  Integrated  Vegetation  Management  Policy  (Vegetation  Management  Policy). 
The  Vegetation  Management  Policy  established  guidelines  for  vegetation  management  and 


removal  permitted  in  the  Right  of  Way  by  third  party  users;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  amendment  to  the  Vegetation  Management  Policy  is  designed 
to  clarify  existing  policy  by  explicitly  prescribing  the  maximum  size  and  height  of  vegetation  at 
varying  distances  from  water  pipelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  Adoption  of  this  Resolution  does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines  Section  15378  because  there  would  be  no  physical  change 
in  the  environment,  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Interim  Right  of  Way  Use 
Policy  dated  December  9,  2014,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  amending  the  2013 
Guidelines  to  add  the  Interim  Right  of  Way  Use  Policy;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Vegetation  Management  Policy,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary;  and, 
be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager, 
the  SFPUC  Real  Estate  Director  and  the  SFPUC  NRLMD  Manager  to  take  any  and  all  other 
steps  they,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  determine  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do 
not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  City  or  materially  diminish  the  benefits 
to  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  this  Resolution; 
and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at  its 
meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0015 


WHEREAS,  On  January  28,  2014,  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  14-0023,  this  Commission 
authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to 
solicit  applications  and  negotiate  approximately  15-20  grant  agreements  with  selected  local 
community-based  nonprofit  organizations,  to  support  SFPUC  project-based  service  learning 
opportunities  for  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  high  school  youth  during  the  summer  of  2014, 
with  a cumulative  not-to-exceed  grant  amount  of  $350,000,  and  a duration  of  six  months  per 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  executed  Agreements  No.  CS-371A-Y, 
Youth  Project-Based  Service  Learning  Grants,  with  25  nonprofit  organizations,  each  between 
$10,000  and  $20,000,  in  the  cumulative  not-to-exceed  grant  amount  of  $350,000,  and  with  a 
term  of  six  months  per  agreement,  concluding  on  November  28,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Agreements  No.  CS-371A-Y  specify  a second  non-consecutive  six  month 
discretionary  term  of  May  2015  to  October  2015,  to  be  approved  at  the  sole  discretion  of  this 
Commission  for  Summer  2015  Youth  Project-Based  Service  Learning  Grant  funding;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  a cumulative  $350,000,  to  renew 
approximately  25  grant  agreements  to  support  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  high  school  youth, 
who  will  engage  in  SFPUC  project-based  service  learning  opportunities  during  the  summer  of 
2015,  increasing  the  total  cumulative  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $700,000,  and 
extending  the  agreement  terms  by  a second  six-month  discretionary  term  per  agreement  to  Fall 
2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  a $185,000  add-back  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
for  Youth  Workforce  Services  for  FY2014-15;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  a $720,000  Add-back  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
for  Youth  Workforce  Services  for  FY2013-14;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project-based  learning  opportunities  will  expose  more  than  500  youth  and 
young  adults  to  careers  and  concepts  related  to  water  conservation,  environmental  stewardship, 
sewer  system  and  water  system  improvement  projects,  and  the  mission  and  work  of  the  SFPUC; 
and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC’s  project-based  learning  strategy  will  expand  the  number  of  youth 
and  young  adults  connecting  to  paid  summer  opportunities  related  to  the  SFPUC,  while  reaching 
out  to  disadvantaged  youth  and  young  adults  who  may  be  under  represented  in  existing 
programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  project  learning  investments  will  leverage  existing  summer  youth 
development  programs  that  provide  disadvantaged  youth  and  young  adults  from  San  Francisco 
with  summer  work  opportunities;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-371,  Youth  Project-Based  Service  Learning  Grants,  to  renew  and  execute  approximately 
25  grant  agreements  with  selected  local  community  based  nonprofit  organizations  to  support 
SFPUC  project-based  service  learning  opportunities  for  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  high  school 
youth  during  the  summer  of  2015,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  these  amendments,  increasing  the  grant  agreements  by 
$350,000  cumulatively,  for  a total  cumulative  grant  agreement  amount  of  $700,000,  and  with  a 
time  extension  of  a second  non-consecutive  six  month  term  per  agreement,  to  Fall  2015. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0016 


WHEREAS,  On  December  8,  2009,  per  Resolution  No.  09-0202,  this 
Commission  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-998.C,  As-Needed  Geotechnical  Engineering  Services, 
and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $1,500,000  and  with  a 
term  of  five  years,  concluding  on  January  3,  2015,  with  Treadwell  & Rollo,  Inc./Robert  Y.  Chew 
Geotechnical,  Inc.  Joint  Venture  (T&R/RYCG  JV);  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  four 
years  to  January  3,  2019,  in  order  to  provide  continued  as-needed  geotechnical  engineering 
services  during  detail  design  and  construction  phases  of  the  Alameda  Creek  Recapture  Project 
(ACRP);  and 

WHEREAS,  Ground-disturbing  activities  such  as  geotechnical  investigations  require 
completion  of  environmental  review  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a task  order  under  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  sub  consulting  goal  of  10%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been 
established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW35201- 
Alameda  Creek  Recapture  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-998.C,  As-Needed  Geotechnical  Engineering  Services,  with  T&R/RYCG  JV  to  provide 
continued  as-needed  geotechnical  engineering  services  for  the  ACRP  during  detail  design  and 
construction,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  execute  this  amendment  extending  the  agreement  duration  by  four  years,  for  a 
total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0017 


WHEREAS,  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)-funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2621R,  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations,  was  advertised  on 
November  6,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $13,908,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$16,081,100  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  constaict  the  Lake  Merced  Well  Station,  the 
South  Sunset  Well  Station,  the  West  Sunset  Well  Station,  the  Golden  Gate  Park  Central  Well 
Station,  and  the  pH  Adjustment  Building  at  Sunset  Reservoir;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  750  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Five  (5)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  December  11,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Western  Water  Constaictors, 
Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  an  18%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontractor 
participation  goal  on  this  project  and  the  Contractor  has  committed  to  an  LBE  participation  of 
21.71%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW30102  - San  Francisco 
Groundwater  Supply;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIR)  as  required  by  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  was  prepared  for  Project  Number  CUW30102  in  Planning 
Department  Case  No.  2008.1 122E;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Commission  on  December  19,  2013  certified  the  Final  EIR 
(FEIR)  for  the  Project  by  Motion  No.  19050,  adopted  CEQA  Findings,  including  a Statement  of 
Overriding  Considerations,  and  a Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  by  Motion  No. 
19051,  found  the  Project  consistent  with  the  General  Plan  by  Motion  No.  19052,  and  approved  a 
local  coastal  zone  permit  for  the  Project  by  Motion  No.  19053;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  14,  2014,  the  SFPUC,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0010,  approved  the 
Project  and  adopted  findings  (CEQA  Findings),  including  a Statement  of  Overriding 


Considerations,  and  a Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  as  required  by 
CEQA;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  files,  including  the  FEIR  and  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  14-0010 
have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the 
record  before  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  FEIR,  the  findings  contained  in  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  14-0010,  and  all  written  and  oral 
information  provided  by  the  Planning  Department,  the  public,  relevant  public  agencies,  SFPUC 
and  other  experts  and  the  administrative  record  for  the  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FEIR  and  record  as  a 
whole,  finds  that  the  FEIR  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  action 
taken  herein  to  approve  and  award  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program- 
funded  Contract  No.  WD-2621R,  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations,  and 
incorporates  the  CEQA  Findings  contained  in  Resolution  No.  14-0010  including  the  Statement 
of  Overriding  Considerations  and  the  MMRP  by  this  reference  thereto  as  though  set  forth  in  this 
Resolution;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  further  finds  that  since  the  FEIR  was 
finalized,  there  have  been  no  substantial  project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  project 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  FEIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the 
conclusions  set  forth  in  the  FEIR;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications 
and  awards  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD- 
2621R,  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations,  in  the  amount  of  $14,955,100,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Western  Water  Constructors,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0018 


WHEREAS,  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)-funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2668,  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery,  was  advertised  on 
September  22,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $51,960,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$50,023,524  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  construct  thirteen  groundwater  production 
well  facilities  in  the  South  Westside  Groundwater  Basin  including  groundwater  wells,  pumps, 
treatment  components,  and  connections  for  water  lines,  sanitary  sewers,  storm  drains,  electrical 
lines  and  telephone  lines;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  917  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Four  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  November  20,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids 
for  qualifications,  responsibility,  and  responsiveness  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Ranger 
Pipelines,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  an  14%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontractor 
participation  goal  on  this  project  and  the  Contractor  has  committed  to  an  LBE  participation  of 
14.1%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW30103  - Regional  Groundwater 
Storage  and  Recovery;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIR)  as  required  by  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  was  prepared  for  Project  Number  CUW30103  under 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2008.1396E;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission,  on  August  7,  2014,  certified  the 
Final  EIR  (FEIR)  for  the  Project,  adopted  the  CEQA  Findings  and  Mitigation  Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Plan,  and  adopted  Findings  of  Consistency  with  the  General  Plan  (Motion  Nos.  19209, 
19210,  and  19211);  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  12,  2014,  the  SFPUC,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0127,  approved  the 
Project  and  adopted  findings  (CEQA  Findings),  including  a Statement  of  Overriding 
Considerations,  and  a Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  as  required  by 
CEQA;  and 


WHEREAS,  On  August  12,  2014,  the  SFPUC,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0127,  authorized 
the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  an  Operating  Agreement  with  the  City  of 
Daly  City,  the  City  of  San  Brano,  and  California  Water  Service  Company  for  the  operation  of 
Project  wells  by  these  Participating  Pumpers  and  the  shared  use  of  facilities  owned  by  the 
Participating  Pumpers  for  water  treatment  and  distribution,  as  contemplated  by  the  Operating 
Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  16,  2014,  the  SFPUC  General  Manager,  Daly  City  City 
Manager,  San  Bruno  City  Manager,  and  California  Water  Service  Company  President  jointly 
signed  the  Final  Project  Operating  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  files,  including  the  FEIR  and  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  14-0127 
have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the 
record  before  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  FEIR,  the  findings  contained  in  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  14-0127  and  all  written  and  oral 
information  provided  by  the  Planning  Department,  the  public,  relevant  public  agencies,  SFPUC 
and  other  experts  and  the  administrative  record  for  the  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FEIR  and  record  as  a 
whole,  finds  that  the  FEIR  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  action 
taken  herein  to  approve  and  award  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program- 
funded  Contract  No.  WD-2668,  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery,  and  incorporates 
the  CEQA  Findings  contained  in  Resolution  No.  14-0127  including  the  Statement  of  Overriding 
Considerations  and  the  MMRP  by  this  reference  thereto  as  though  set  forth  in  this  Resolution; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  further  finds  that  since  the  FEIR  was 
finalized,  there  have  been  no  substantial  project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  project 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  FEIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the 
conclusions  set  forth  in  the  FEIR;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and 
specifications  and  awards  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program- funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2668,  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery,  in  the  amount  of 
$42,980,047,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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Commissioners 
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Vince  Courtney 
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For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.qranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (41 5)  554-31 65.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfgov.orQ. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Cierk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “ Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  ‘‘Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibies  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  sertraducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission's  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.ora/index.aspx?oaae=3447.Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  January  1 3,  2015 

4.  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  2014  State  of  the  Regional  Water  System  Report 

c)  Annual  Watershed  and  Environmental  Improvement  Program  Report 

d)  Hunters  Point  Development  - Phase  I Update 

e)  Sewer  Inspection  and  Replacement  Update 

f)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  Commission  Input  on  Mid-Cycle  Budget  Priorities  (Horn) 

7.  Biosolids  Digester  Facilities  Project  Update  (Cruz) 

8.  BAWSCA  Report  (Sandkulla) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

9.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Center  for  Natural  Lands  Management  and  Golden 
State  Land  Conservancy;  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-298,  Conservation 
Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for  Alameda  Creek  Watershed, 


and  CS-299,  Conservation  Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for 
Peninsula  Watershed,  to  conduct  pre-closing  planning  and  due  diligence  for 
conservation  easement  sites.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  the  Agreements  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $70,000  per  agreement. 

(Ritchie) 

crs  b)  Approve  the  selection  of  McBain  Associates;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-388, 
^ River  Ecosystem  Science  Support,  to  provide  hydrologic,  geomorphic,  biological, 
cd  and  other  related  river  ecosystem  science  support  services  on  an  as-needed 
m basis;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 

professional  services  agreement  with  McBain  Associates  for  an  amount  not- 
to-exceed  $1,500,000  and  with  a duration  of  five  years.  (Ritchie) 


c)  Accept  work  performed  by  D’Arcy  & Harty  for  Contract  No.  WW-548,  Avila/Bay/ 
0 Beach/Chestnut/Francisco/Jefferson/Scott  Streets  and  Capra  Way  Sewer 

4 Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by 
$55,685,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,493,752  (of  which  $2,378,249  is  funded 
in  by  WWE  and  $11 5,504  is  funded  by  DPW),  and  with  a time  extension  of  92 
“■h  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  months),  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  367  consecutive  calendar  days  (one  year);  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Cruz) 

d)  Accept  work  performed  by  D’Arcy  & Harty  for  Contract  No.  WW-565,  43rd  Ave/ 
■vj  46th  Ave/Geary  Blvd/O'Farrell/Natoma/Utah  and  London  Streets  Sewer 

==>  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,372,039,  and  with  a total 

^ contract  duration  of  503  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year,  four 

»*h  months),  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Cruz) 


REGULAR  SESSION 


10.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a new  10-year  water  service  contract  with  estimated  revenue  of 

cr>  $29,865,584  with  the  United  States  Department  of  Energy  for  continued  water 
service  to  Lawrence  Livermore  National  Laboratory,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
H approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.118.  (Ritchie) 

1 1 . Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

12.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

1 3.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 


Existing  Litigation: 

In  re  Mountain  Cascade  Contract  Litigation,  Mountain  Cascade,  Inc.  vs  Chapman 
Welding,  Inc.  et  al,  and  related  consolidated  actions  and  cross  actions. 

San  Mateo  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CIV  519255  (Consolidated  Cases  Nos. 
519255,  519868,  520079,  522061  and  522078) 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  131300  / Date  Filed:  Against  San  Francisco,  06/11/2013 

(Johnson) 

14.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A127554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

17.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 

Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Barrett) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

18.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

19.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

20.  Other  new  business. 
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Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:34  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 
Excused:  Vietor 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  January  13,  201 5 
On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  2014  State  of  the  Regional  Water  System  Report 

c)  Annual  Watershed  and  Environmental  Improvement  Program  Report 

d)  Hunters  Point  Development  - Phase  I Update 

e)  Sewer  Inspection  and  Replacement  Update 

f)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  the  2014  State  of  the  Regional  Water  System 
Report  is  a rational  and  comprehensive  approach  that  just  doesn’t  replace  items  as 
they  break,  but  managing  items.  He  asked  to  what  degree  it  represents  current 
practice  rather  than  being  an  aspirational  document.  Assistant  General  Manager 
(AGM)  Steve  Ritchie  provided  response.  He  also  asked  if  the  same  approach  is  being 
incorporated  into  Clean  Water  and  Hetch  Hetchy.  General  Manger  (GM)  Kelly  stated 
staff  would  report  back. 

Commissioner  Moran  noted  that,  due  to  economic  factors,  the  cost  of  debt  for  the 
Water  System  Improvement  Program  was  low.  He  stated  economic  factors  are 
different  for  the  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  and  the  capacity  of  consultants 
ability  to  respond  is  stretched. 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  how  much  of  the  Hunters  Point  development  has  solar 
built  into  it.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM,  Power,  stated  that  there  are  areas  of  the 
development  are  solar  ready  and  staff  is  working  with  developers  on  integrating  solar 
into  common  areas.  In  response  to  a follow-up  question,  she  stated  the 
GoSolarProgram  would  be  available  to  private  owners. 

Commissioner  Moran  provided  comment  on  the  Sewer  Inspection  and  Replacement 
report. 
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President  Caen  asked  about  working  in  tandem  with  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
on  street  repaving.  GM  Kelly  discussed  the  process  for  determining  repaving  work. 

Mr.  Michael  Carlin,  Deputy  General  Manager  (DGM)  provided  additional  response. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

GM  Kelly  mentioned  the  Mayor’s  press  release  regarding  the  development  of  a 
Clean  Power  Program.  He  noted  the  Commission’s  joint  meeting  with  the  Local 
Agency  Formation  Commission  on  January  30th. 

Commissioner  Courtney  stated  that  there  were  initial  concerns  related  to  the 
organizational  chart.  He  thanked  the  Mayor,  the  GM,  Supervisor  Avalos,  and 
everyone  involved  for  their  work.  He  indicated  that  he  is  eager  to  move  forward  with 
conversations  on  the  jobs  component  and  affordability  issue. 

a)  Drought  Update 

AGM  Ritchie  provided  a drought  update  and  discussed  current  Hetch  Hetchy  and 
water  bank  storage  levels.  He  stated  cumulative  precipitation  has  flattened  and 
snow  pack  is  reducing.  He  touched  on  total  deliveries,  total  system  water  savings, 
and  discussed  upcountry  6-station  and  Bay  Area  7-station  precipitation  indexes 
as  of  January  25,  2015.  He  stated  that  January  2015  has  recorded  the  least 
amount  of  participation  since  1930,  and  reviewed  precipitation  forecasts.  He 
discussed  the  water  supply  outlook,  noting  Tuolumne  River  water  is  available  to 
San  Francisco.  Mr.  Ritchie  provided  conclusion  and  noted  that  the  California 
Water  Resources  Control  Board  has  sent  out  notices  indicating  that  the  potential 
for  curtailment  of  diversions  is  a possibility. 

b)  Commission  Input  on  Mid-Cvcle  Budget  Priorities 

Ms.  Nancy  Horn,  Interim  AGM,  Business  Services,  introduced  the  item  and 
reviewed  the  two-year  adopted  budget,  noting  key  changes.  She  clarified  that  no 
changes  were  requested  and  no  action  was  needed.  She  reviewed  the  Strategic 
Sustainability  Plan  Goals  and  Key  Policy  Initiatives,  and  presented  SFPUC-wide 
considerations. 

Mr.  Charles  Perl,  Deputy  CFO,  offered  a year-end  financial  outlook.  He  stated 
that  customers  have  responded  to  calls  for  conservation,  but  the  reduction  in  use 
created  the  need  to  manage  around  the  revenue  variances  created.  He  stated 
the  Water  Enterprise  has  a variance  of  approximately  $41 M,  and  the  Waste 
Water  Enterprise  has  a variance  of  approximately  $23M. 

Ms.  Horn  continued  by  presenting  a Policy  Discussion  Calendar  with  a schedule 
of  proposed  monthly  policy  topics.  She  asked  the  Commission  if  the  list  of  topics 
was  correct  and  to  clarify  in  what  format  they  wished  the  topics  to  be  presented. 
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Commissioner  Moran  discussed  the  history  of  the  request  for  policy  topics  and 
the  intent  of  the  monthly  presentations.  He  had  a question  on  the  May  2015 
topic,  to  which  Ms.  Horn  responded. 

GM  Kelly  provided  additional  response.  He  expressed  concern  with  the  delay  in 
time  to  respond  to  hooking-up  water  in  new  construction,  which  is  due  to  the  lack 
of  resources.  He  stated  that  In  addition  to  policy  discussions,  conversations  on 
practices  need  to  take  place. 

Commissioner  Moran  noted  that  there  needs  to  be  consideration  on  how  to  deal 
with  revenue  deficiencies  when  customers  respond  to  a call  for  conservation.  He 
stated  that  rate  structures  need  to  be  reviewed.  He  noted  the  possible  option  of 
implementing  a conservation  charge. 

Ms.  Horn  presented  the  FY  2015-16  budget  and  stated  final  budgets  are  due  to 
the  Controller  on  February  23rd.  She  noted  that  departments  that  are  on  a two- 
year  budget  cycle,  and  that  have  changes  to  revenues  or  expenses  greater  than 
five  percent,  will  need  to  reopen  their  budget  for  approval  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran,  GM  Kelly  stated  there  may 
be  the  need  for  a supplemental  appropriation  to  address  the  staffing  issues 
related  to  meeting  development  needs  for  hooking-up  water. 

President  Caen  asked  about  the  format  for  presenting  the  policies.  Ms.  Horn 
stated  that  the  plan  is  to  give  a presentation  on  each  policy,  highlighting  goals 
and  objectives,  and  performance  measures  and  monitoring. 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  he  did  not  want  a detailed  discussion  on  each 
policy,  but  rather  in  the  course  of  discussion,  note  those  that  need  to  be 
revisited. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

7.  Biosolids  Digester  Facilities  Project  Update 

Mr.  Emilio  Cruz,  AGM,  Infrastructure,  provided  an  update  on  the  Biosolids  Digester 
Facilities  Project.  He  gave  a brief  summary  of  his  previous  presentation  and 
reviewed  project  objectives,  evaluations  (biosolids  process,  refined  unit  process 
design,  and  site  layout),  and  touched  on  the  selection  of  proposed  biosolids  process 
solution.  He  recapped  the  refine  unit  process  design;  development  of  layout 
alternatives;  and  layout  evaluation  criteria. 

AGM  Cruz  discussed  the  current  digester  placement  and  the  plans  for  placement  of 
the  new  digesters.  He  noted  the  possible  acquisition  of  property  at  the  site  for 
placement  and  discussed  proposed  site  plan  layout.  He  noted  the  zoning  height 
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limits  for  the  digesters,  stating  partially  burying  the  digesters  is  being  considered.  Mr. 
Cruz  discussed  the  alternative  cost  summary  and  contingency  and  reviewed  the 
project  schedule.  He  stated  he  made  similar  informational  presentations  to  the 
SFPUC  CAC,  the  Southeast  Commission,  and  Supervisor  Cohen. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

8.  BAWSCA  Report 

Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  provided  an  update  to  their  Long-term  Water 
Supply  Strategy.  She  stated  they  are  done  with  their  planning  efforts  and  a report 
would  be  issued  shortly.  She  stated  the  report  determined  the  water  supply  problem 
and  developed  solutions,  and  that  the  findings  provide  direction  for  BAWSCA’s 
activities.  She  discussed  updated  normal  year  water  demands  and  stated  that  the 
demand  study  confirmed  the  need  to  focus  on  drought.  Ms.  Sandkulla  noted  the 
demand  study  findings  changed  focus,  evaluation  and  actions.  She  discussed  three 
categories  of  findings  (1)  water  transfers  are  a high  priority;  (2)  Desalination  need 
partner  to  be  viable;  and  (3)  Other  projects  have  limited  dry  year  benefits.  She 
concluded  by  noting  possible  strategy  implementation. 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  Ms.  Sandkulla  for  her  presentation  and  asked  what 
was  needed  from  the  Commission,  to  which  Ms.  Sandkulla  provided  response.  Brief 
discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items. 

9.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Center  for  Natural  Lands  Management  and  Golden  State 
Land  Conservancy;  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-298.  Conservation  Easement 
Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for  Alameda  Creek  Watershed,  and  CS- 
299.  Conservation  Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for  Peninsula 
Watershed,  to  conduct  pre-closing  planning  and  due  diligence  for  conservation 
easement  sites.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  the 
Agreements  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $70,000  per  agreement. 

b)  Approve  the  selection  of  McBain  Associates;  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-388, 

River  Ecosystem  Science  Support,  to  provide  hydrologic,  geomorphic,  biological, 
and  other  related  river  ecosystem  science  support  services  on  an  as-needed 
basis;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  with  McBain  Associates  for  an  amount  not-to- 
exceed  $1,500,000  and  with  a duration  of  five  years.  (Resolution  15-0019) 
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c)  Accept  work  performed  bv  D’Arcv  & Hartv  for  Contract  No.  WW-548.  Avila/Bav/ 
Beach/Chestnut/Francisco/Jefferson/Scott  Streets  and  Capra  Wav  Sewer 
Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  bv 
$55,685,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,493,752  (of  which  $2.378.249  is  funded 
by  WWE  and  $1 1 5,504  is  funded  bv  DPW),  and  with  a time  extension  of  92 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  months),  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  367  consecutive  calendar  days  (one  year);  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0020) 

d)  Accept  work  performed  bv  D’Arcv  & Hartv  for  Contract  No.  VWV-565,  43rd  Ave/ 
46th  Ave/Gearv  Blvd/O'Farrell/Natoma/Utah  and  London  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,372,039,  and  with  a total  contract 
duration  of  503  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year,  four  months), 
and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0021) 

President  Caen  stated  item  9a  was  removed  at  the  request  of  staff. 

On  Motion  items  9b  through  9d: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

10.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a new  10-vear  water  service  contract  with  estimated  revenue  of 
$29,865,584  with  the  United  States  Department  of  Energy  for  continued  water 
service  to  Lawrence  Livermore  National  Laboratory,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9,118.  (Resolution  15-0022) 

AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item. 

On  Motion: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

11.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session 
None. 

12.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 
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The  Commission  Secretary  read  item  13  and  stated  that  items  14  through  17  would 
not  be  heard. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3:00  PM. 

1 3.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

In  re  Mountain  Cascade  Contract  Litigation,  Mountain  Cascade,  Inc.  vs  Chapman 
Welding,  Inc.  et  al,  and  related  consolidated  actions  and  cross  actions. 

San  Mateo  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CIV  519255  (Consolidated  Cases  Nos. 
519255, 519868, 520079, 522061  and  522078) 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  131300  / Date  Filed:  Against  San  Francisco,  06/11/2013 

14.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  Al  27554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

17.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  3:35  PM. 

18.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

President  Caen  announced  that  no  action  was  taken  in  Closed  Session. 

19.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 
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On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 


20.  Other  new  business 
None. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  3:36  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0019 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  requires 
hydrologic,  geomorphic,  biological  and  other  related  river  and  stream  ecosystem  science  support 
services  for  the  Upper  Tuolumne  River  Ecosystem  Program  (UTREP)  and  other  SFPUC  stream 
and  river  management  efforts;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  environmental  consulting 
firms  to  supplement  SFPUC  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $1,500,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposal  was  advertised  on  October  3,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  February  2015  and  end  in  February 
2020,  and  the  duration  of  this  agreement  is  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  McBain  Associates  as  the  best  qualified  consulting 
firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a 12%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subconsultant  participation  goal  on  this  project  and  McBain 
Associates  has  committed  to  a LBE  subconsultant  participation  of  16.2%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  budgeted  and  will  be  available  at  the  time  of 
award  of  the  agreement  as  needed  from  the  Water  Enterprise  Annual  Operating  Budget 
Professional  Services  funds  (both  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  and  Natural  Resources  and 
Lands  Management  Divisions),  $1,500,000;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  McBain 
Associates;  awards  Water  Enterprise  Agreement  No.  CS-388,  River  Ecosystem  Science  Support 
Services,  to  provide  hydrologic,  geomorphic,  biological,  and  other  technical  science  support 
services;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  McBain  Associates  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $1,500,000,  and  with  a duration  of  five  years,  or,  in  the  event  negotiations 
are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  re-advertising  and  re-selecting 
consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  27,  2015. 

r\\ / 

^/wGTVtA  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0020  


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program  and  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Pavement 
Renovation  Program- funded  Contract  No  WW-548,  Avila/Bay/Beach/Chestnut/ 

Francisco/Jefferson/Scott  Streets  and  Capra  Way  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the  contractor,  D'Arcy 
& Harty  Construction  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  28,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0083,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-548,  Avila/Bay/Beach/Chestnut/Francisco/Jefferson/Scott  Streets  and  Capra 
Way  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $2,459,995,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  D’Arcy  & Harty  Construction  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  September  9, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  270  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
substantially  completed  in  337  consecutive  calendar  days  on  August  11,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,459,995  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  270  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $89,443  increase  the  pavement 
renovation  work  on  Avila  Street  and  on  Beach  Street,  and  increased  the  contract  amount  to 
$2,549,438  and  increased  the  contract  duration  by  5 consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total 
contract  duration  of  275  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 (Final)  is  being  requested  for  ($55,685),  to  account  for 
actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  the  contract  work  under  bid  item 
allowances,  and  will  decrease  the  contract  amount  to  $2,493,752,  and  increase  the  contract 
duration  by  92  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  367  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  determined  that  the 
contractor  has  exceeded  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  18.5%  by 
achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  23.83%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS53,  Avila/Bay/ 
Beach/Chestnut/Francisco/Jefferson/Scott  Streets  and  Capra  Way  Sewer  Replacement  and  DPW 
Project  No.  CPWTRNSRC938,  Avila/Beach  Streets  Pavement  Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  D’Arcy  & Harty 
for  WWE,  R&R  Program  and  DPW  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW- 
548,  Avila/  Bay/Beach/Chestnut/Francisco/Jefferson/Scott  Streets  and  Capra  Way  Sewer 
Replacement,  and  approves  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by  $55,685,  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $2,493,752,  and  with  a time  extension  of  92  consecutive  calendar  days 
for  a total  contract  duration  of  367  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to 
the  contractor. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0021 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-565,  43rd  Ave/46th 
Ave/Geary  Blvd/  O'Farrell/Natoma/Utah  and  London  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the 
contractor,  D’Arcy  & Harty  Construction  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  26,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0048,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-565,  43rd  Ave/46th  Ave/Geary  Blvd/O'Farrell/Natoma/Utah  and  London 
Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,372,390,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  D’Arcy  & Harty  Construction  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  May  27, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  256  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
substantially  completed  in  473  consecutive  calendar  days  on  September  11,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,620,410  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  226  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  approved  for  $56,806  (Resolution  No.  14-0168 
dated  October  28,  2014)  to  abandon  an  existing  collapsed  culvert  pipe  and  install  new  culvert, 
manhole  and  sewer  pipeline  in  a new  alignment  due  to  existing  site  conditions,  increasing  the 
contract  amount  to  $2,677,216,  and  extending  the  contract  duration  by  247  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  for  ($305,177)  to  account  for  actual  costs  of 
labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  contract  work  under  bid  item  allowances,  decreasing  the 
contract  amount  to  $2,372,039;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  determined  that  the 
contractor  satisfied  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  16.2%  by 
achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  16.62%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS70,  43rd  Ave/46th 
Ave/Geary  Blvd/O'Farrell/Natoma/Utah  and  London  Streets  Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  D’Arcy  & Harty 
for  WWE,  R&R  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-565,  43rd  Ave/46th  Ave/Geary  Blvd/ 
O'Farrell/Natoma/Utah  and  London  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$2,372,038.98  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  503  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0022 


WHEREAS,  On  June  27,  1960,  per  Resolution  No.  20401,  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  approved  the  Contract  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of  water  to  the 
U.S  Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  at  the  Lawrence  Livermore  National  Laboratory  (LLNL);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  maintains  and  operates  water  collection,  treatment,  and 
facilities  for  LLNL  Site  300  at  Thomas  Shaft  of  the  Coast  Range  Tunnel  and  for  LLNL  Site  200 
at  Mocho  Shaft  of  Coast  Range  Tunnel;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  DOE  agrees  to  make  appropriate  corrections  to  the  configuration  of  the 
DOE’s  electrical  facilities  at  Mocho  Shaft  that  do  not  meet  the  California  and  National  Electrical 
Codes  and  applicable  electric  safety  orders  of  the  California  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  and  come  into  compliance  no  later  than  June  30,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  the  Contract,  Modification  #2,  Article  III,  the  DOE  has 
continued  to  exercise  its  option  to  renew  the  contract  on  an  annual  basis  until  2014  when  it 
requested  a new  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  revenue  for  water  service  is  $29,865,584.00  over  the  10  year 
performance  period  specified  in  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  retroactively  on  January  1,  2015  and  end 
on  December  31,  2024  and  the  total  duration  of  this  agreement  is  ten  (10)  years;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  execute  Contract  No.  DE-NA0002471  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of  water  to  the  DOE  at 
the  LLNL,  following  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  under  Charter  section  9. 1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  January  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 
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For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  . Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  250,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@ sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  dhood@ sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


(415)  554-9SdSfa®|Slhood(asfwater  Orel 

HfiSDonna  HoodttU,  IfWi, 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance’’  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code’’)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission's  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planning.ora/index.asDX?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


JOINT  MEETING 

San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

with  the 

Local  Agency  Formation  Commission 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Opening  remarks  and  discussion  of  expectations  for  the  Joint  Meeting 

(Avalos/Caen) 

4.  Presentation  and  discussion  of  the  LAFCo-directed  report  by  EnerNex  “Local 
Build-out  of  Energy  Resources  of  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program” 

(Fried/Hale) 

5.  Staff  report  on  the  status  of  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company’s  application  before 

the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  (A. 12-04-020)  to  establish  a Green  Option 
Tariff  (Hale) 

6.  Status  update  on  the  Board  of  Supervisors’  Ordinance  Electing  to  Study  the 

Feasibility  of  Implementing  Community  Choice  Aggregation  by  joining  Marin  Clean 
Energy  (Ordinance  No.  78-14-20)  (Fried) 

7.  Approve  Power  Enterprise,  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Project-funded 

amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  between  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  and  the  San  Francisco  Local 
Agency  Formation  Commission  (SF  LAFCo).  This  amendment  would  extend  the 
duties  performed  by  SF  LAFCo  to  monitor  and  advise  the  SFPUC  and  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  regarding  the  progress  of  CleanPowerSF 
development  and  implementation;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
this  amendment,  with  a term  extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  MOU  term  of  nine 
years.  (Hale) 

8.  General  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Special  Joint 
Meeting  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Local  Agency 
Formation  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  either  of  their  respective 
jurisdictions  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda 


ADJOURNMENT 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
13th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0023 


WHEREAS,  On  April  17,  2009,  this  Commission  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  execute  an  MOU  with  the  SF  LAFCo  to  allocate  Power  Enterprise  Funds  for 
reimbursement  for  SF  LAFCo  services  related  to  the  CCA  Program,  called  CleanPowerSF,  from 
Fiscal  Year  2008-09  through  2010-11;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  24,  2009,  the  SFPUC  and  the  SF  LAFCo  Commissions  jointly 
adopted  the  MOU  from  Fiscal  Year  2008-09  through  2010-11; 

WHEREAS,  The  term  of  the  existing  MOU  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  SF  LAFCo 
expired  at  the  end  of  Fiscal  Year  2010-11,  prior  to  the  conclusion  of  SF  LAFCO’s  CCA  Program 
responsibilities  and  obligations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1,  for  the  MOU  extended  the  collaborative  working 
relationship  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  SF  LAFCo  through  FY  2014-2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2,  for  the  MOU  is  being  requested  to  extend  the 
collaborative  working  relationship  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  SF  LAFCo;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  identified  in  the  MOU  between  the  SFPUC  and  SF  LAFCo  will 
continue  to  be  available  from  Project  No.  519782  - CCA  Project  LAFCO-HHP,  subject  to 
budget  and  appropriation  procedures;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  the  Power 
Enterprise,  CCA  Project-funded  MOU  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  SF  LAFCo;  and  authorizes 
the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment,  with  a term  extension  of  two 
years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years  through  Fiscal  Year  2016-2017. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  January  30,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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1 .  Call  to  Order 

LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:37  PM. 


2.  Roll  Call 

LAFCo  Secretary  Alisa  Somera  called  LAFCo  roll;  and  SFPUC  Secretary  Donna 
Hood  called  SFPUC  Roll  (Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran) 

3.  Opening  remarks  and  discussion  of  expectations  for  the  Joint  Meeting 
LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  offered  a summary  of  the  intent  for  the  meeting.  He  briefly 
discussed  the  history  of  the  CleanPowerSF  Program  and  noted  Mayor  Lee’s  press 
release.  He  requested  that  the  SFPUC  prepare  a Program  timeline. 

SFPUC  President  Caen  provided  introductory  comments  and  stated  she  was 
encouraged  by  the  EnerNex  report  and  the  information  set  forth. 

SFPUC  Vice  President  Vietor  recognized  the  historic  moment.  She  noted  San 
Francisco’s  dedication  and  leadership  in  Climate  Change  and  noted  how 
CleanPowerSF  will  aide  in  that  effort.  She  acknowledged  individuals  and 
organizations  who  have  been  involved  with  the  CleanPowerSF  Program.  She 
directed  the  SFPUC  staff  to  accelerate  the  timeline  and  return  to  the  Commission  in 
February  with  a revised  timeline. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Crews  stated  the  meeting  creates  a “culture  of  co-creation” 
with  all  groups  coming  together. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Campos  offered  his  thanks  to  those  who  supported  the 
Program.  He  stated  there  must  be  specific  timelines  and  an  aggressive  and  robust 
agenda.  He  indicated  that  political  will  needs  to  be  present  for  success  and  that  the 
Program  offers  independence  from  PG&E.  He  stated  that  all  communities  in  San 
Francisco  must  be  engaged  and  involved  for  its  success. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Breed  noted  the  importance  of  the  Program  and  thanked 
everyone  for  their  support  and  work.  She  requested  a timely  implementation. 

SFPUC  General  Manager  (GM)  Kelly  echoed  the  sentiments  of  speakers.  He 
recognized  the  work  of  all  involved  and  gave  thanks  for  their  efforts.  He  noted  the 
work  the  SFPUC  has  done  to  set  a foundation  for  the  Power  Enterprise,  and  stated 
that  it  is  time  for  a new  CleanPowerSF  line  of  business. 

Public  Comment 

• Ms.  Linda  Winer,  Sierra  Club,  shared  her  expectations  on  the  timeline  of  the 
Program  and  encouraged  the  Commissions  to  move  forward. 

• Mr.  Joe  Marabalay,  Sierra  Club,  urged  the  Commissions  to  move  forward  on  the 
Program. 
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4.  Presentation  and  discussion  of  the  LAFCo-directed  report  bv  EnerNex  “Local  Build- 
out of  Energy  Resources  of  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program” 

Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo  Executive  Officer,  discussed  how  the  EnerNex  Report  was 
commissioned  and  the  12  associated  Tasks.  Fie  introduced  Mr  Jeremy  Laundergan 
from  EnerNex,  who  provided  a summary  of  EnerNex’ s business,  noting  they 
partnered  with  Willdan  for  the  project. 

Mr.  Laundergan  noted  project  milestones  and  discussed  the  Tasks  they  were  asked 
to  perform:  Task  1 (utilizing  SFPUC  for  CleanPowerSF  Procurement);  Task  2 
(timing/ economic  benefits  of  local  build-out,  and  build-out  project  economic  impact 
average  summary);  Task  3 (locations  of  potential  local  and  regional  projects);  Task 
4 (Energy  Efficiency  Strategy).  Mr.  Laundergan  responded  to  a question  from 
SFPUC  Vice  President  Vietor  regarding  the  percentage  or  maximum  amount  of 
Energy  Efficiency  Funds  CCAs  are  eligible  to  receive.  He  continued  with  Task  5 
(commercial  and  industrial  customers);  Combined  Task  6 and  12  (Renewable 
energy  production;  Hydroelectric  Generation). 

Mr  Laundergan  continued,  discussing  Tasks  associated  with  Customer  Programs: 
Task  7 (Behind  -the-meter  deployment  strategies);  Task  8 (GoSolarSF  incentives 
and  projects);  Task  9 (Net  Energy  Metering  Tariffs);  and  Task  1 1 (Feed-in  Tariffs 
and  Power  Purchase  agreements).  He  moved  onto  Task  10  (Financing  support) 
and  concluded  by  discussing  next  steps. 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  SFPUC  Power  Enterprise, 
emphasized  points  made  by  Mr.  Laundergan.  She  stated  the  report  reinforces  a 
number  of  program  design  elements  the  SFPUC  was  considering  for  the  Program. 
She  emphasized  five  key  points  from  the  EnerNex  Report:  (1)  Recommendation 
that  the  energy  price  be  set  and  then  figure  out  the  mix  of  supply  that  the  Program 
can  afford;  (2)  Recognize  that  local  requirements  and  preferences  are  going  to  be 
more  expensive;  (3)  Phased  implementation  of  the  Program  is  smart  with  the  two- 
tiered  offering;  (4)  Price  of  basic  tier  be  at  PG&E  rates  and  include  build-out  with 
expansion;  and  (5)  investment  in  generation  may  impact  rates  and  customer 
retention,  both  positive  and  negative. 

She  stated  the  SFPUC  has  been  simultaneously  working  on  a Power  Business 
Plan,  including  CleanPowerSF,  and  one  that  will  target  the  benefits  of  bringing 
Hetch  Hetchy  Power  to  San  Francisco  in  a financially  sustainably  manner.  She 
stated  the  Plan  will  be  discussed  with  the  SFPUC  Commissioners  in  upcoming 
months,  with  a finished  product  in  the  spring. 

She  noted  that,  consistent  with  the  EnerNex  Report,  staff  proposes  the 
development  of  a two-tiered  Program  offering  to  include  the  basic  opt-out,  as 
required  by  State  law,  and  a “greeneH  option.  She  stated  next  steps  are  to  advance 
the  study  work  to  program  design;  and  that  program  design  would  lead  with 
affordability.  She  indicated  that  staff  is  discussing  necessary  steps  to  operate  at  a 
commercial  pace,  including  the  need  to  modify  contracting  authority,  to  build  a 
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portfolio  of  resources.  She  stated  the  rate  setting  and  program  design  will  be 
developed  on  a parallel  track.  In  response  to  a question  from  LAFCo  Commissioner 
Avalos,  Ms.  Hale  stated  that  the  parallel  track  will  help  expedite,  but  depending  on 
other  changes  that  can  be  made  after  rate  setting,  she  believes  a summer  launch  is 
not  doable  due  to  noticing  requirements,  contracting  rules,  and  other 
considerations. 

In  response  to  a question  from  LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  on  different  scenarios,  Ms. 

Hale  presented  a timeline  of  next  steps  after  the  not-to-exceed  rates  are  adopted. 
She  discussed  areas  where  time  can  and  cannot  be  shaved  off  of  the  timeline. 
Discussion  ensued  on  activities  and  parameters  surrounding  work  to  be  done. 
LAFCo  Commissioner  Campos  asked  for  a more  aggressive  goal  and  expressed 
concerns  with  the  need  to  staff-up.  He  said  that  there  can  be  work  done  to  expedite 
contracting  processes  to  assist  in  launching  as  soon  as  possible. 

SFPUC  Commissioner  Vietor  asked  that  staff  return  to  the  SFPUC  Commission  in 
February  with  a revised  timeline,  which  shows  rate-setting  occurring  no  later  than 
three  months.  She  noted  outreach  and  education  can  start  soon. 

GM  Kelly  stated  that  he  wants  a fast  process,  but  he  also  wants  a quality  and 
successful  launch.  He  stated  the  importance  of  notification  process. 

Commissioner  Vietor  asked  a follow-up  question  regarding  the  opportunity  for 
private  financing.  Mr.  Laundergan  stated  there  were  opportunities  and  briefly 
discussed.  She  asked  that  the  SFPUC  look  into  those  options. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Crews  asked  a question  on  the  timeline  for  the  not-to-exceed 
rates  and  build-out.  AGM  Hale  provided  response  and  brief  discussion  ensued. 

SFPUC  Commissioner  Moran  expressed  his  appreciation  for  the  EnerNex  Report. 
He  thanked  LAFCo  and  the  consultants  for  their  work.  He  recognized  the  sense  of 
urgency  and  stated  that  City  processes  are  in  place  to  serve  many  interests,  but 
there  needs  to  be  flexibility  to  change  the  program  design  in  a competitive  situation. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Mar  thanked  the  consultant  for  their  work.  He  stated  a clear 
timeline  with  aggressive  goals  is  needed  and  requested  an  expedited  launch.  He 
stated  that  education  and  outreach  should  start  as  soon  as  possible. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Campos  stated  it  would  be  helpful  for  LAFCo  to  hear  from 
LAFCo  staff  on  their  thoughts  on  the  timeline.  LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  concurred. 

Mr.  Cal  Broomhead,  San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment  (SFDOE), 
discussed  the  Department’s  activities  that  intersect  with  the  CleanPowerSF.  He 
noted  they  are  following  proceedings  with  the  California  PUC  that  intersect  with 
CleanPowerSF.  He  noted  CleanPowerSF  will  provide  integrated  services  to 
customers. 
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Mr.  Fried  thanked  SFPUC  and  SFDOE  for  their  assistance  during  the  preparation  of 
the  Report  and  thanked  the  advocates  for  their  comments.  Fie  discussed  the  setting 
of  rates  with  the  “light  green"  and  “dark  green”  option  and  the  best  time  to  launch. 

Fie  discussed  a two-track  rate  setting  process  for  the  light  and  dark  green  options 
and  indicated  market  research  needs  to  be  done  to  see  what  San  Franciscans  want 
with  the  dark  green  option,  but  to  forward  with  a light  green  option.  Fie  discussed 
the  City  contracting  and  procuring  energy  market  contracts,  and  the  difficulty  of 
doing  both.  Fie  suggested  that  work  with  the  BOS  needs  to  be  done  to  revise 
contracting  process  for  CleanPowerSF. 

Ms.  Shawn  Marshall,  Lean  Energy  US,  provided  a brief  review  of  the  Marin  and 
Sonoma  programs.  Additionally,  she  mentioned  programs  in  the  Bay  Area  and 
statewide  which  have,  or  will  be  implemented.  She  encouraged  a fast  launch  due  to 
favorable  market  conditions. 

LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  thanked  everyone  for  their  participation.  Fie  indicated  he 
needed  to  leave  the  meeting  and  that  LAFCo  Commissioner  Breed  would  be 
assuming  the  Chair. 

Public  Comments: 

• Woody  Flastings,  Center  for  Climate  Protection,  shared  information  on  other  CCA 
programs  and  encouraged  the  Commissions  to  move  forward. 

• John  Rizzo,  Sierra  Club,  thanked  staff  for  the  Report  and  encouraged  the  SF 
PUC  to  move  forward  with  setting  rates. 

• Ryan  Irwin  requested  the  Commission  to  launch  the  program  as  quickly  as 
possible. 

• Jed  Floltzman,  350  San  Francisco,  shared  information  on  the  climate  action 
strategy  and  how  energy  efficiency  can  benefit  it  dramatically. 

• David  McCoard,  Sierra  Club,  shared  his  concerns  on  the  CleanPowerSF 
Program. 

• Gwynn  Mackellen,  Sierra  Club,  encouraged  the  Commissions  to  set  the  rates 
and  move  forward  with  the  launch  of  the  Program. 

• Ramsey  Pringle  shared  how  important  the  launch  of  the  Program  is  to  the 
environment. 

• Jessica  Torar,  shared  her  concerns  on  the  lack  of  engagement  with  the  advocacy 
groups,  but  her  support  of  the  program.  She  wants  a thoughtful  rather  than  fast 
launch. 

• Jess  Ackerman,  Sierra  Club,  shared  her  support  of  the  program.  She  noted  those 
individuals  who  had  to  leave  and  were  unable  to  speak.  She  read  statements 
from  Lisa  Hies  and  Tiffany  (inaudible). 

• Sheila  Hernandez  suggested  the  Program  be  launched  before  the  election  cycle. 

• Al  Weinrub,  Local  Clean  Energy  Alliance,  shared  his  experience  with  the  process 
and  thanked  LAFCo  for  their  work  to  move  the  Program  forward. 
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• Bruce  Wolfe,  Haight  Ashbury  Neighborhood  Council/Clean  Energy  Alliance, 
shared  his  experiences  with  the  Program’s  process  and  encouraged  the  lowering 
of  rates. 

• Willie  Ratcliff,  Rising  Sun  Development,  expressed  his  desire  for  the  Program  to 
launch  and  the  manufacturing  to  be  done  within  San  Francisco. 

• Yen  Sen  Lee  shared  his  concerns  regarding  the  creation  of  jobs  through  the 
Program. 

• David  Cosio  shared  his  concerns  that  the  Program  not  be  watered  down. 

• Eric  Brooks',  SF  Green  Party/Our  City  SF,  shared  his  concerns  regarding  the 
delay  of  the  Program  and  the  need  to  set  the  rates  and  expedite  the  launch. 

• Rebecca  Evans  thanked  various  Commissioners  for  their  work  on  the  Program 
and  encouraged  moving  forward. 

• Wendy  Aragon,  SFPUC  CAC,  shared  her  frustrations  over  the  delay  in  moving 
forward  and  encouraged  the  Commissions  to  expedite  the  process. 

• Karen  Babbitt;  requested  the  Commissions  move  forward  with  setting  the  rates 
soon  and  expedite  the  launch  of  the  Program. 

LAFCo  Commission  moved,  seconded  and  approved  a motion  to  accept  the 
EnerNex  Report. 

5.  Staff  report  on  the  status  of  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company’s  application  before  the 
California  Public  Utilities  Commission  (A.  12-04-020)  to  establish  a Green  Option 
Tariff 

Ms.  Hale  discussed  the  status  of  PG&E’s  application  before  the  CPUC  to  establish 
a Green  Tariff  Program.  She  stated  CPUC  has  adopted  the  decision  and  that  PG&E 
has  90  days  to  file  advice  letter  with  the  CPUC,  where  details  of  their  product 
offering  will  be  made  available. 

Public  Comments: 

• Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City  SF,  shared  his  concerns  regarding  the 
delay  in  setting  the  Program  rates  because  PG&E  is  moving  forward. 

• Ryan  Irwin  shared  his  suggestions  on  how  to  move  forward  with  setting  the  rates. 

• Bruce  Wolfe  shared  his  concerns  on  why  the  rates  were  not  set  before  and 
encouraged  the  Commissioners  to  move  forward. 

• Willie  Ratcliff,  Rising  Sun  Development,  requested  the  Commissions  move 
forward. 

6.  Status  update  on  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  Ordinance  Electing  to  Study  the 
Feasibility  of  Implementing  Community  Choice  Aggregation  bv  joining  Marin  Clean 
Energy  (Ordinance  No.  78-14-20) 

Mr.  Fried  introduced  the  item  and  noted  that  Supervisor  Avalos  introduced  an 
Ordinance  requesting  that  the  Marin  option  be  put  aside  and  that  the  City 
implement  its  own  program. 
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Public  Comments: 
None. 


7.  Approve  Power  Enterprise.  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Project-funded 
amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  between  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  and  the  San  Francisco  Local 
Aaencv  Formation  Commission  (SF  LAFCo).  This  amendment  would  extend  the 
duties  performed  by  SF  LAFCo  to  monitor  and  advise  the  SFPUC  and  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  regarding  the  progress  of  CleanPowerSF 
development  and  implementation;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
this  amendment,  with  a term  extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  MOU  term  of  nine 
years.  (Resolution  15-0023) 

Mr.  Fried  provided  clarification  on  the  action  to  be  taken  by  both  Commissions  with 
regard  to  the  MOU. 

Public  Comments: 

• Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City  SF,  spoke  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  approve 
the  Amendment  to  the  MOU  and  shared  his  suggestions  on  how  to  move  forward 
to  increase  job  creation. 

• Jed  Floltzman,  350  San  Francisco,  expressed  his  support  of  the  Amendment  to 
the  MOU. 

• David  McCoard,  Sierra  Club,  shared  his  support  to  extend  the  MOU  and  to  keep 
the  Program  moving  forward. 

LAFCo  Commission  moved,  seconded  and  approved  a motion  to  direct  staff  to 
enter  into  the  MOU  with  the  SFPUC. 

Ms.  Hale  stated  the  MOU  is  a no-cost  extension  of  the  MOU  with  SF  LAFCo  and 
recommended  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  MOU  extension: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

SFPUC  Commissioner  Courtney  recognized  the  value  of  staff,  specifically  Mr. 
Jason  Fried,  for  his  work  on  CleanPowerSF. 

8.  General  Public  Comment 

• Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City  SF,  spoke  to  the  appointment  of  the  vacant 
ratepayer  seat  on  the  SFPUC. 

LAFCo  Vice  Chair  Breed  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:25  PM. 
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www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.comA/iewPublisher.phD7view  id=22 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (41 5)  554-31 65.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Flail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www  sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (41 5)  701  -4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  sertraducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(41 5)  252-31 1 2;  web  site  at  www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-plannina.org/index.aspx?paae=3447.  Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes 

a)  January  27,  2015  Regular  Meeting 

b)  January  30,  2015  Special  Joint  SFPUC/LAFCo  Meeting 

4.  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Informational  Report  Presenting  FY  2015-16  Schedule  of  Rates  and  Charges  for 
Retail  Residential  and  Commercial  Electric  Service 

d)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Reports 

i.  Electric  Power  Reliability  Compliance  Program 

ii.  GSA:  Chapter  14B  Audit  (BDPL  5 Reliability  Upgrade) 

iii.  Political  Activity  Fund  Compliance  Assessment  of  Selected  Vendors 

iv.  FY  2013-14  Audited  Financial  Statements  - Water  Enterprise 

v.  FY  2013-14  Audited  Financial  Statements  - Wastewater  Enterprise 

vi.  FY  2013-14  Audited  Financial  Statements  - Hetch  Hetchy  Water  & Power 

e)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Regional 

f)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Local 

g)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Local 

h)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Regional 

i)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 

j)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Safe  Working  Hours 


6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Recognition  of  Mr.  Carlos  Berrios  for  30  Years  of  Service  (Carlin) 

b)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

c)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report  (Lee) 

d)  WSIP  Quarterly  Update  (Wade) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 


7.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Center  for  Natural  Lands  Management  and  Golden 
State  Land  Conservancy.  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-298,  Conservation 

g Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for  Alameda  Watershed,  and 
cd  Agreement  CS-299,  Conservation  Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance 
^ Agreement  for  Peninsula  Watershed,  to  conduct  pre-closing  planning  and  due 
diligence  for  conservation  easement  sites  within  the  aforementioned  watersheds; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  Agreements  for 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $70,000  per  agreement.  (Ritchie) 

b)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-943,  Civil  and  Geotechnical 
il3  Engineering  Services,  with  URS  Corp  to  provide  condition  assessments,  design 
^ and  construction  support  and  general  technical  services  related  to  dams,  tunnels, 
^ penstocks,  and  other  hydraulic  structures  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  & Power;  and 
m authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment  with  a time 

1-H  extension  of  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years.  (Bajwa) 

c)  Accept  work  performed  by  Contri  Construction  for  Contract  No.  HH-935C  San 
Joaquin  Pipeline  System  - Eastern  Segment  and  Other  Facilities;  Approve 

o Modification  No.  18  (Final),  with  a time  extension  of  408  consecutive  calendar 

^ days  (approximately  one  year  and  one  month),  for  a total  contract  duration  of 

cd  1 , 1 58  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  years  and  two  months); 

^ and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor,  subject  to  resolution  of  outstanding 
stop  notice  issues.  (Bajwa) 

d)  Accept  work  performed  by  Communication  Services  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  HH- 
954R2,  Early  Intake  Switchyard  Refurbishment;  Approve  Modification  No.  3 

r-  (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by  $1 14,345,  for  adjustment  to  final  quantity 
-Vi  summary,  to  complete  punch  list  items  and  obtain  final  completion,  for  a total 
g contract  amount  of  $3,708,021 , and  with  a time  extension  of  178  consecutive 
m calendar  days  (approximately  five  and  one-half  months)  for  a total  contract 

duration  of  502  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year,  four  and  one- 
half  months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Bajwa) 

e)  Approve  and  award  Contract  No.  JOC-52  for  San  Francisco,  Peninsula  and  the 
East  Bay,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $3,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  U.S.  Electric  Technologies,  Inc.,  to  perform 

cd  electrical  contracting  tasks  for  all  SFPUC  Operations  and  Bureaus.  (Bajwa) 
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Approve  and  award  Contract  No.  JOC-53,  for  San  Francisco,  Peninsula,  and 
the  East  Bay,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $3,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  Blocka  Construction,  Inc.,  to  perform 
electrical  contracting  tasks  for  all  SFPUC  Enterprise  Operations  and  Bureaus. 

(Bajwa) 

Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WD-2503R,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Main  Installation  on  Jackson,  Washington,  Sacramento,  and  Davis  Streets,  with 
Empire  Engineering  and  Construction  Inc.,  to  provide  additional  water  and  paving 
work  on  Drumm  Street,  and  minimize  community  impacts  from  multiple 
contractors  working  in  the  same  location  of  City  streets,  increasing  the  contract 
amount  by  $904,554,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,043,943,  and  with  a time 
extension  of  621  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year,  eight 
months)  for  a total  contract  duration  of  921  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  two  years,  six  months).  (Ritchie) 

Accept  work  performed  by  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2613,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  on  23rd  Street  from  Church  Street  to 
Hoffman  Avenue;  Approve  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  increasing  the  contract 
by  $4,725  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1 ,088,725;  and  authorize  final  payment, 
to  the  contractor.  (Ritchie) 

Accept  work  performed  by  Hernandez  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WD-2682,  8- 
Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  25th  Street,  Noe  Streets,  Hoffman 
Avenue  and  Douglass  Street;  Approve  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  decreasing  the 
contract  by  $19,085  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1,359,219;  and  with  a time 
extension  of  86  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  months)  for  a 
total  contract  duration  of  326  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  1 1 
months);  and  authorize  final  payment,  to  the  contractor.  (Ritchie) 

Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.  for  Contract  No.  WW-545, 

1 6th/2 1 st/24th/25th  Avenues  and  Cabrillo/California  Streets  Sewer  Replacement 
and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,326,756  (of  which 
$3,246,571  is  funded  by  WWE  and  $1,080,185  is  funded  by  DPW)  and  with  a 
total  contract  duration  of  340  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  1 1 
months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Bajwa) 

Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  a revocable  license  to  Raintree  Fair  Oaks,  LLC  to  use  approximately 
47,916  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  No.  158  (Santa  Clara  County  Assessor’s 
Parcel  No.  110-14-189),  adjacent  to  Fair  Oaks  Business  Park  at  520-592  East 
Weddell  Drive  in  Sunnyvale,  California,  as  a pedestrian  walkway  and  landscaped 
area,  for  a use  fee  of  $5,310  per  month,  for  five  years.  (Russell) 

Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  a five-year  revocable  license  to  the  St.  Francis  Center  of  Redwood  City 
to  use  approximately  10,600  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcels  2066,  2102,  2103, 
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2104,  2105  and  2106,  located  adjacent  to  Marlborough  Avenue  in  Redwood  City, 
California,  for  a community  garden  and  parking,  for  an  annual  use  fee  of  $1 25. 

(Russell) 

REGULAR  SESSION 

8.  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  authorize  the  Issuance  of  Refunding  Water 

Revenue  Bonds  of  up  to  $450M  to  Refinance  All  of  the  Outstanding  Water 
Enterprise  Revenue  Bonds,  Series  2006  A and  portions  of  the  Series  2009  A 
and  2009  B Bonds  to  Achieve  Ratepayer  Savings;  Approve  the  form  and 
authorizing  the  execution  and  delivery  of  related  documents;  Authorize  the  General 
Manager  (GM)  to  sell  in  one  or  more  series  of  bonds  on  either  a competitive  or 
negotiated  basis,  as  the  GM  determines  is  in  the  best  financial  interest  of  the 
SFPUC;  Delegate  to  the  GM  authorization  to  award  each  series  of  bonds  to  the 
highest  bidder  (lowest  cost).  (Perl)  ' 

9.  Public  Hearing  to  consider  and  possible  action  to  adopt  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  10-Year  Financial  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024- 

25.  (Perl) 

fV 

o 

10.  Public  Hearing  to  consider  and  possible  action  to  adopt  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  10-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25. . ‘ 

(Lee) 

1 1 . Approve  budgetary  adjustments  to  SFPUC’s  Adopted  FY  2015-16  Annual 

Operating  Budget  for  the  Enterprises  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission.  (Lee) 

12.  Resolution  to  calendar  a Public  Hearing  on  May  12,  2015  to  consider  the 
adoption  of  Wholesale  Water  Rates  for  FY  2015-16,  effective  July  1,  2015. 

(Perl) 

13.  Adopt  rules  and  regulations  for  administering  Interruptible  Water  Service, 

which  will  be  applicable  to  existing  and  new  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  t<£? 
the  Interruptible  Service  program.  (Ritchie)  ^ 

* 

14.  Adopt  a resolution  authorizing  the  General  Manager,  together  with  the  Executive 
Director  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  to  jointly  enter  into  a long- 
term interconnection  agreement  (IA)  with  the  Port  of  Oakland,  which  would: 

a)  Replace  the  existing  1998  IA  with  the  Port  of  Oakland,  approved  by  SFPUC 
Resolution  No.  98-0242  on  September  29,  1998,  which  provides  for  the  use  of 
the  Davis  Substation; 

b)  Provide  for  continued  use  by  San  Francisco  of  the  Davis  Substation  capacity  and 
associated  electric  services  for  a term  of  20-years  at  an  annual  charge  of 
$125,000  with  an  annual  escalation  based  on  the  San  Francisco  Area  Consumer 
Price  Index  and  the  payment  of  $567,792  over  four  years  for  uncollected 


operation  and  maintenance  charges  by  the  Port  of  Oakland  from  October  2008; 
and 

c)  Provide  a contractual  path  to  a point  of  delivery  for  the  low-cost  Federal  National 
Defense  Act  power  supplied  by  the  U.S  Department  of  Energy’s  Western  Area 
Power  Administration  to  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island.  (Hale) 

15.  Public  Hearing  under  California  Water  Code  Section  10723,  and  action  to 

establish  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  as  the  “Groundwater 
Sustainability  Agency”  for  the  Downtown,  Marina,  Lobos,  and  South  San  Francisco 
Groundwater  Basins,  and  the  northern  portions  of  the  Westside,  Islais  Valley,  and 
Visitacion  Valley  Groundwater  Basins,  located  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco.  (Ritchie) 

16.  Adopt  a Resolution  of  Intent  to  prepare  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Plan  for 

the  North  Westside  Groundwater  Basin,  located  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco.  (Ritchie) 

17.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

18.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

•'v  Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  0000657/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 


Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A127554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

22.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Barrett) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

23.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

24.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

25.  Other  new  business. 
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1 . Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:37  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 
Vice  President  Vietor  arrived  at  1:50  PM 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes 

a)  January  27,  2015  Regular  Meeting 

b)  January  30,  2015  Special  Joint  SFPUC/LAFCo  Meeting 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  January  27,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  January  30,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

4.  Public  Comments 

• Ms.  Maryann  Robertson  provided  thoughts  on  a sewer  overflow  tank  at  Folsom 
and  1 7th  Streets  and  issues  with  flooding. 

Deputy  General  Manager  (DGM)  Michael  Carlin  offered  response  and  asked  her  to 
provide  contact  information  to  Mr.  Tyrone  Jue,  Communications  Director. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Informational  Report  Presenting  FY  2015-16  Schedule  of  Rates  and  Charges  for 
Retail  Residential  and  Commercial  Electric  Service 

d)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Reports 

i.  Electric  Power  Reliability  Compliance  Program 

ii.  GSA:  Chapter  14B  Audit  (BDPL  5 Reliability  Upgrade) 

iii.  Political  Activity  Fund  Compliance  Assessment  of  Selected  Vendors 

iv.  FY  2013-14  Audited  Financial  Statements  - Water  Enterprise 

v.  FY  2013-14  Audited  Financial  Statements  - Wastewater  Enterprise 

vi.  FY  2013-14  Audited  Financial  Statements  - Hetch  Hetchy  Water  & Power 

e)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Regional 

f)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Local 

g)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Local 

h)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report  - Regional 

i)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 

j)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Safe  Working  Hours 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  issues  with  inventory  management  have  been 
addressed  in  a spotty  way.  He  requested  a report  on  the  status  of  what  is  being  done  to 
address  those  issues,  noting  obstacles. 
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Commissioner  Moran  requested  a report  as  to  the  resolution  of  outstanding  issues 
noted  in  the  GSA  Chapter  14B  Audit,  specifically  addressing  issues  of  subcontractor 
invoicing. 

Commissioner  Courtney  congratulated  staff  on  the  Water  System  Improvement 
Program’s  (WSIP)  7 million  safe  working  hours.  He  noted  it  is  above  the  industry 
average  and  it  was  accomplished  during  construction  of  major  projects. 

President  Caen  requested  that  quarterly  reports  be  removed  from  Communications  and 
placed  in  the  General  Manager’s  Report. 

Commissioner  Vietor  arrived  at  1:50  PM. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Recognition  of  Mr.  Carlos  Berrios  for  30  Years  of  Service 

DGM  Carlin  introduced  Mr.  Carlos  Berrios  and  summarized  his  distinguished  30- 
year  career.  The  Commission  congratulated  Mr.  Barrios  and  presented  him  with 
a certificate  honoring  him  for  his  service. 

b)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Water,  provided  a drought 
update.  He  reported  on  current  reservoir  storage  levels,  indicating  storage  is  at 
56. 1 percent.  He  discussed  cumulative  precipitation,  noting  the  four-year  flat 
precipitation  trend  for  the  month  of  January,  and  touched  on  snowpack  levels. 
AGM  Ritchie  noted  that  Tuolumne  River  Water  is  available  to  the  City.  He 
discussed  total  deliveries;  Total  system  water  savings;  Upcountry  6-station 
precipitation  index;  Bay  Area  7 station  precipitation  index;  State  Water 
Resources  Control  Board  actions;  and  provided  a brief  conclusion. 

AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor  on  how  the 
system  handled  the  recent  storm. 

c)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report 

Ms.  Frances  Lee,  Interim  AGM  Business  Services  and  CFO,  provided  a quarterly 
budget  status  report.  She  discussed  key  budgetary  variances,  noting  the 
reduction  in  revenue  due  to  lower  water  sales  as  a result  of  conservation  efforts. 
She  presented  the  current  financial  status  for  each  Enterprise  and  briefly 
discussed  reserves  ratios. 

DGM  Carlin  discussed  the  drop  in  revenues,  which  is  a result  of  conservation 
efforts.  He  indicated  adjustments  in  the  operating  budget  and  rates  may  be 
needed  if  revenue  reduction  continues. 

Ms.  Lee  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen  on  the  Debt  Service  Ratio. 


SFPUC  Minutes 
February  10,  2015 


Page  3 


DGM  Carlin  responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor  as  to  when 
decisions  on  the  budget  and  rates  would  be  needed.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

d)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Update 

Mr.  Dan  Wade,  WSIP  Director,  provided  a WSIP  quarterly  status  update.  He 
noted  the  overall  program  is  87  percent  complete,  is  on-schedule,  and  is  on- 
budget.  He  stated  two  projects  are  in  pre-construction  and  14  are  in  construction. 

He  discussed  WSIP  accomplishments,  highlighting  they  have  completed  1 76  of 
198  system  shutdowns;  achieved  a LOS  on  22  of  44  regional  projects;  and  have 
a safety  record  based  on  7.3  million  recorded  hours.  He  touched  on  completed 
and  active  transmission  projects,  and  provided  a pre-construction  update  for  the 
Alameda  Creek  Recapture  and  the  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery 
Projects.  Mr.  Wade  showed  a time-lapse  video  of  Calaveras  Dam  construction 
and  discussed  the  Project.  He  thanked  President  Caen  and  Vice  President  Vietor 
for  taking  the  time  to  tour  the  site. 

Mr.  Wade  provided  updates  for  the  New  Irvington  Tunnel  Project,  San  Antonio 
Backup  Pipeline  Project,  Crystal  Springs/San  Antonio  Water  Release  Test,  Harry 
Tracy  Long-term  Improvements,  and  Peninsula  Pipeline  Seismic  Upgrade. 

President  Caen  thanked  Mr.  Wade  for  his  presentation  and  for  the  site  tour. 

Public  Comments 

None. 

Commission  Secretary  Hood  read  the  Consent  items. 

7.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Center  for  Natural  Lands  Management  and  Golden  State 
Land  Conservancy.  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-298,  Conservation  Easement 
Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for  Alameda  Watershed,  and  Agreement 
CS-299,  Conservation  Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for 
Peninsula  Watershed,  to  conduct  pre-closing  planning  and  due  diligence  for 
conservation  easement  sites  within  the  aforementioned  watersheds;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  Agreements  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $70,000  per  agreement.  (Resolution  15-0024) 

b)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-943.  Civil  and  Geotechnical 
Engineering  Services,  with  URS  Corp  to  provide  condition  assessments,  design 
and  construction  support  and  general  technical  services  related  to  dams,  tunnels, 
penstocks,  and  other  hydraulic  structures  for  Hetch  Hetchv  Water  & Power;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment  with  a time  extension 
of  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years.  (Resolution  15-0025t 

c)  Accept  work  performed  by  Contri  Construction  for  Contract  No.  HH-935C  San 
Joaguin  Pipeline  System  - Eastern  Segment  and  Other  Facilities;  Approve 
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Modification  No.  18  (Final),  with  a time  extension  of  408  consecutive  calendar 
davs.  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1,158  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor,  subject  to  resolution  of  outstanding  stop 
notice  issues.  (Resolution  15-0026) 

d)  Accept  work  performed  by  Communication  Services  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  HH- 
954R2,  Early  Intake  Switchyard  Refurbishment;  Approve  Modification  No.  3 
(Final),  decreasing  the  contract  bv  $1 14.345.  for  adjustment  to  final  quantity 
summary,  to  complete  punch  list  items  and  obtain  final  completion,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $3,708,021,  and  with  a time  extension  of  178  consecutive 
calendar  davs  for  a total  contract  duration  of  502  consecutive  calendar  davs;  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0027) 

e)  Approve  and  award  Contract  No.  JOC-52  for  San  Francisco,  Peninsula  and  the 
East  Bay,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $3,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  U.S.  Electric  Technologies,  Inc.,  to  perform 
electrical  contracting  tasks  for  all  SFPUC  Operations  and  Bureaus.  (Resolution 
15-0028) 

f)  Approve  and  award  Contract  No.  JOC-53,  for  San  Francisco.  Peninsula,  and  the 
East  Bay,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $3,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  Blocka  Construction,  Inc.,  to  perform 
electrical  contracting  tasks  for  all  SFPUC  Enterprise  Operations  and  Bureaus. 

g)  Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WD-2503R,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  on  Jackson,  Washington,  Sacramento,  and  Davis  Streets,  with  Empire 
Engineering  and  Construction  Inc.,  to  provide  additional  water  and  paving  work  on 
Drumm  Street,  and  minimize  community  impacts  from  multiple  contractors 
working  in  the  same  location  of  City  streets,  increasing  the  contract  amount  by 
$904,554,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,043,943.  and  with  a time  extension  of 
621  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  921  consecutive 
calendar  davs.  (Resolution  15-0029) 

h)  Accept  work  performed  bv  M Souared  Construction.  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2613.  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  on  23rd  Street  from  Church  Street  to 
Hoffman  Avenue;  Approve  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  bv 
$4.725  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1 ,088,725;  and  authorize  final  payment,  to 
the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0030) 

i)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Hernandez  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WD-2682,  8- 
Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  25th  Street.  Noe  Streets,  Hoffman 
Avenue  and  Douglass  Street;  Approve  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  decreasing  the 
contract  bv  $1 9,085  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1 .359,21 9;  and  with  a time 
extension  of  86  consecutive  calendar  davs,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  326 
consecutive  calendar  days:  and  authorize  final  payment,  to  the  contractor. 
(Resolution  15-0031) 
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j)  Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc,  for  Contract  No.  WW-545, 

1 6th/2 1 st/24th/25th  Avenues  and  Cabrillo/California  Streets  Sewer  Replacement 
and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,326,756  (of  which 
$3,246.571  is  funded  bv  WWE  and  $1,080,185  is  funded  by  DPW)  and  with  a total 
contract  duration  of  340  consecutive  calendar  davs;and  authorize  final  payment  to 
the  contractor,  (Resolution  15-0032) 

k)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a revocable  license  to  Raintree  Fair  Oaks,  LLC  to  use  approximately  47,916 
square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  No.  158  (Santa  Clara  County  Assessor’s  Parcel  No, 
110-14-189),  adjacent  to  Fair  Oaks  Business  Park  at  520-592  East  Weddell  Drive 
in  Sunnyvale,  California,  as  a pedestrian  walkway  and  landscaped  area,  for  a use 
fee  of  $5,310  per  month,  for  five  years.  (Resolution  15-0033) 

l)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a five-year  revocable  license  to  the  St.  Francis  Center  of  Redwood  City  to  use 
approximately  1 0,600  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcels  2066,  21 02,  21 03,  21 04, 
2105  and  2106,  located  adjacent  to  Marlborough  Avenue  in  Redwood  City, 
California,  for  a community  garden  and  parking,  for  an  annual  use  fee  of  $125, 
(Resolution  15-0034) 

President  Caen  stated  item  7f  was  removed  from  the  calendar. 

On  Motion  to  approve  7a  through  7e;  and  7g  through  71. 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

8.  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  authorize  the  Issuance  of  Refunding  Water 
Revenue  Bonds  of  up  to  $450M  to  Refinance  All  of  the  Outstanding  Water 
Enterprise  Revenue  Bonds.  Series  2006  A and  portions  of  the  Series  2009  A and 
2009  B Bonds  to  Achieve  Ratepayer  Savings;  Approve  the  form  and  authorizing  the 
execution  and  delivery  of  related  documents:  Authorize  the  General  Manager  (GM) 
to  sell  in  one  or  more  series  of  bonds  on  either  a competitive  or  negotiated  basis,  as 
the  GM  determines  is  in  the  best  financial  interest  of  the  SFPUC:  Delegate  to  the 
GM  authorization  to  award  each  series  of  bonds  to  the  highest  bidder  (lowest  cost). 
(Resolution  15-0035) 

Mr.  Charles  Perl,  Deputy  CFO,  introduced  the  item  and  discussed  the  approval 
schedule  and  the  bond  sale  schedule  and  terms.  He  stated  total  ratepayer  saving  is 
$52. 8M,  and  is  to  be  shared  with  wholesale  and  retail  customers.  He  noted  the 
bonds  to  be  refunded  and  discussed  the  authorizations  required. 

On  Motion  to  authorize: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 
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Public  Comments 
None. 


9.  Public  Hearing  to  consider  and  possible  action  to  adopt  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  10-Year  Financial  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25. 

(Resolution  15-0036) 

Mr.  Perl  provided  a 10-Year  Financial  Plan  update,  focusing  on  changes  from  last 
year.  He  noted  most  of  the  changes  are  a result  of  the  reduction  in  revenue  from 
conservation. 

He  reviewed  the  key  assumptions  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  with  a main  focus  on 
new  assumptions.  He  reviewed  the  10-year  Financial  Plan;  discussed  water  sales 
(historical  and  projected);  Water  deliveries;  10-Year  Retail  Financial  Plan,  average 
monthly  retail  water  bill;  and  Ten-year  Wholesale  Financial  Plan. 

Mr.  Perl  discussed  key  assumptions  for  the  Wastewater  Enterprise,  with  a main 
focus  on  new  assumptions.  He  reviewed  the  10-year  Financial  Plan;  Ten-Year  Retail 
Financial  Plan,  average  monthly  sewer  bill;  Combined  water  and  wastewater 
revenue  requirement;  and  combined  water  and  wastewater  average  monthly  bill. 

Mr.  Perl  responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor  on  stormwater  fees, 
noting  fees  will  be  brought  back  when  rates  are  considered. 

Mr.  Perl  discussed  utility  affordability,  stating  rates  are  below  the  two-and-one-half 
percent  goal.  Commissioner  Moran  noted  the  median  income  level  considered  to 
meet  the  goal  is  more  than  some  earn,  and  income  level  needs  to  be  considered 
when  determining  a rate  structure. 

Mr.  Perl  discussed  key  assumptions  for  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Enterprise,  with  a main 
focus  on  new  assumptions.  He  concluded  by  reviewing  the  10-year  Financial  Plan. 

Mr.  Perl  provided  response  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor  as  to  how  the 
Clean  Power  Program  fits  into  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Financial  Plan.  DBM  Carlin  offered 
additional  information. 

On  Motion  to  adopt: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

10.  Public  Hearing  to  consider  and  possible  action  to  adopt  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  10-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25. 

(Resolution  15-0037) 
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Ms.  Lee  presented  the  10-Year  Capital  Plan.  She  compared  the  FY  2015-24 
adopted  and  FY  2016-25  proposed  Plans,  noting  changes  between  the  two.  She 
summarized  the  key  changes  in  the  Capital  Plan  for  Water  (increase  $120M);  /WSS 
(decrease  $85. 9M);  Wastewater  (increase  $166M);  Hetch  Fletchy  Power  (decrease 
$12.9M),  and  Fletch  Water  - Up  Country  (decrease  $30. 2M). 

On  Motion  to  adopt: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

Commissioner  Courtney  stepped  out  of  the  room  at  2:52  PM. 

11.  Approve  budgetary  adjustments  to  SFPUC’s  Adopted  FY  2015-16  Annual  Operating 
Budget  for  the  Enterprises  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission.  (Resolution  15-0038) 

Ms.  Lee  reviewed  the  FY  2015-16  Operating  Budget  and  discussed  budgetary 
adjustments:  first,  MOU  adjustments  made  by  the  Controller  to  reflect  reduced 
retirement  rates  and  fringes;  and  second,  a change  for  new  service  installation  of 
two  vehicles,  and  five  project-funded  FTE.  She  discussed  the  need  for  the  new 
installation  support  and  vehicle  request.  She  noted  that  the  total  annual  budget 
amount  remains  unchanged  due  to  the  offset  of  the  MOU  adjustment. 

DGM  Carlin  provided  additional  information  as  to  the  need  for  additional  FTE  to  deal 
with  the  demand  in  installation  requests  for  new  construction.  He  clarified  that  the 
positions  are  project-based  and  are  not  permanent  positions. 

On  Motion  to  approve: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

12.  Resolution  to  calendar  a Public  Hearing  on  May  1 2.  201 5 to  consider  the  adoption  of 
Wholesale  Water  Rates  for  FY  2015-16,  effective  July  1, 2015. 

(Resolution  15-0039) 

DGM  Carlin  noted  the  requirement  to  calendar  a Public  Hearing. 

On  Motion  to  calendar: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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13.  Adopt  rules  and  regulations  for  administering  Interruptible  Water  Service,  which  will 
be  applicable  to  existing  and  new  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  to  the 
Interruptible  Service  program.  (Resolution  15-0040) 

AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item  and  recommended  approval. 

On  Motion  to  adopt: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

14.  Adopt  a resolution  authorizing  the  General  Manager,  together  with  the  Executive 
Director  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority,  to  jointly  enter  into  a long- 
term interconnection  agreement  (IA)  with  the  Port  of  Oakland.  (Resolution  15-0041) 

AGM  Barbara  Hale,  Power,  introduced  the  item  and  recommend  approval. 

On  Motion  to  adopt: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

President  Caen  announced  that  items  15  and  16  were  removed  from  the  calendar. 

DGM  Carlin  stated  that  Closed  Session  was  not  necessary. 

25.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

Commissioner  Courtney  returned  to  the  room  at  2:58  PM. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  3:01  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0024 


WHEREAS,  Federal  and  State  resource  agencies  required  placement  of  conservation 
easements  on  lands  in  permit  approvals  granted  for  constaiction  activities  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  under  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP); 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  WSIP  projects,  and  the  recording  of  conservation  easement  deeds  on 
SFPUC  lands  within  the  Alameda  Watershed  and  Peninsula  Watershed,  were  considered  in  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”)  environmental  review  documents  for  the 
specific  WSIP  projects  requiring  mitigation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  California  land  use  law,  it  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of 
a qualified  non-profit  organization,  a separate  public  agency  or  a qualified  California  Native 
American  tribe,  otherwise  known  as  a “Qualified  Organization”,  to  hold  conservation  easements 
to  ensure  the  purposes  of  the  conservation  easements  are  achieved;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Request  for  Proposals  to  select  the  holder  of  conservation  easements  on 
five  sites  within  the  Alameda  Watershed  and  a Request  for  Proposals  to  select  the  holder  of 
conservation  easements  on  seven  sites  within  the  Peninsula  Watershed,  respectively 
(Conservation  Easements),  were  each  advertised  on  September  26,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  A selection  panel  evaluated  proposals  for  the  Alameda  Watershed  and  there 
was  only  one  proposal  for  the  Peninsula  Watershed;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  selected  holder  of  the  Conservation  Easements  for  each  watershed 
(Holder)  is  required  to  enter  into  a Conservation  Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement 
(Conveyance  Agreement)  under  which  the  Holder  will  conduct  pre-closing  planning  and  due 
diligence  activities  during  a 180-day  period  following  issuance  of  Notice  to  Proceed  under 
Conveyance  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  the  pre-closing  planning  and  due  diligence  services  is 
$70,000  per  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  the  first  quarter  of  calendar  year  2015; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  close  of  escrow  is  anticipated  to  be  within  24  months  of  certification  of 
these  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  Each  of  the  two  Conveyance  Agreements  require  the  City  to  fund  an 
endowment  to  support  the  Holder’s  ongoing  land  use  monitoring  and  reporting  under  the 
Conservation  Easements  (Endowment),  pursuant  to  an  endowment  agreement  to  be  entered  into 
by  City  and  the  selected  Holder  at  the  close  of  escrow  (Endowment  Agreement);  and 

WHEREAS.  The  proposed  amount  of  each  Endowment  is  to  be  determined  in 
negotiations  with  the  Holders  based  on  site  specific  information  for  each  Conservation 
Easement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  and  selected  holders  of  the  Conservation  Easements  will  negotiate 
Conservation  Easement  Deeds  and  Endowment  Agreements,  and  SFPUC  staff  will  seek 
necessary  approval  of  such  documents  and  ancillary  documents  from  the  California  Department 


of  Fish  and  Wildlife;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Conveyance  Agreements  provide  that  close  of  escrow  will  be 
conditioned  on  obtaining  approval  of  the  Conservation  Easements  and  Endowment  Agreements 
from  this  Commission,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor,  each  in  their  sole  discretion;  and 

WHEREAS,  Qualified  Organizations  being  awarded  contracts  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in 
compliance  with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative 
Code  either  at  the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award; 
failure  of  the  bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  Contract  Monitoring  Division 
(CMD)  may,  at  the  General  Manager’s  sole  discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreements  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  Qualified  Organizations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  in  the  amount  of  $140,000  for  these  agreements  will  be  available  at 
the  time  of  award  of  the  agreements  from  Project  CUW38802  Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Center  for  Natural 
Lands  Management  for  CS-298,  Conservation  Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement 
for  Alameda  Watershed  and  Golden  State  Land  Conservancy  for  CS-299,  Conservation 
Easement  Planning  and  Conveyance  Agreement  for  Peninsula  Watershed;  awards  WSIP  bond- 
funded  Agreement  No.  CS-298,  in  substantially  the  form  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary 
(Alameda  Conveyance  Agreement)  and  Agreement  No.  CS-299,  in  substantially  the  form  on  file 
with  the  Commission  Secretary  (Peninsula  Conveyance  Agreement),  to  conduct  pre-closing 
planning  and  due  diligence  for  conservation  easement  sites  within  the  aforementioned 
watersheds;  and  authorizes  and  directs  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  Alameda  Conveyance  Agreement  with  Center  for 
Natural  Lands  Management  (CS-298)  and  the  Peninsula  Conveyance  Agreement  with  Golden 
State  Land  Conservancy  (CS-299)  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $70,000  per  agreement,  or,  in  the 
event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  to  re- 
advertise and  re-select  qualified  organizations;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications 
to  the  Conveyance  Agreements  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the 
City  Attorney  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City  or  materially  decrease  the  benefits  to  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to 
effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the  Conveyance  Agreements  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in 
compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter,  provided  that  the  Conservation 
Easement  deeds  and  Endowment  Agreements  must  be  approved  by  this  Commission,  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor,  each  in  their  sole  discretion,  before  escrow  closes  for  the 
conveyance  of  the  Conservation  Easements  and  funding  of  the  Endowment. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0025 


WHEREAS,  On  January  12,  2010,  per  Resolution  10-0011,  this  Commission  awarded 
Agreement  No.  CS-943,  Civil  and  Geotechnical  Engineering  Services,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $7,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of 
five  years,  with  URS  Corporation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.l  is  being  requested  for  a time  extension  of  one  year  in 
order  to  complete  the  Water  System  Improvement  Plan  warranty  work  for  the  San  Joaquin 
Pipelines  and  to  provide  follow  up  work  to  the  Alternative  Analysis  Report  for  the  Mountain 
Tunnel  Rehabilitation  Project,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  sub  consulting  goal  of  17%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  participation  of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided  has  been 
established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
(HHWP)  Capital  and  Maintenance  budgets;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Water 
Enterprise  Project-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-943,  Civil  and  Geotechnical  Engineering  Services, 
with  URS  Corporation  to  provide  condition  assessments,  design  and  constaiction  support,  and 
general  technical  services  related  to  dams,  tunnels,  penstocks,  and  other  hydraulic  structures  for 
HHWP,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment, 
extending  the  duration  of  the  contract  up  to  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 
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A. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0026 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Contract  No.  HH-935C,  San  Joaquin 
Pipeline  System  - Eastern  Segment  & Other  Facilities,  by  the  contractor,  Contri  Construction; 
and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  13,  2011,  by  Resolution  No.  11-0094,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  HH-935C,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System  - Eastern  Segment  & Other 
Facilities,  in  the  amount  of  $45,329,416,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  Contri  Construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  To  Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  31, 
2011,  with  an  original  schedule  of  590  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  1158  consecutive  calendar  days  on  October  31,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  14,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0145,  this  Commission 
approved  an  increase  in  the  existing  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $5,786,249  for 
the  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP-funded  Construction  Contract  HH-935C  - San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
System  - Eastern  Segment  and  Other  Facilities,  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of 
$10,319,190;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1 through  17  were  issued  for  $8,631,642,  to  incorporate 
change  orders  resulting  from  differing  site  conditions,  design  revisions,  new  scope  items  to 
improve  facility  performance,  and  final  settlement  of  outstanding  change  orders,  and  increased 
the  contract  amount  to  $53,961,058  and  for  a time  extension  of  160  consecutive  calendar  days 
and  increased  the  contract  duration  to  750  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  18  is  being  requested  for  a time  extension  of  408 
consecutive  calendar  days  to  resolve  contract  close  out  submittals,  and  correct  deficient  work, 
and  increase  the  contract  duration  to  1,158  consecutive  calendar  days  for  completion  on  October 
31,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor  has  achieved  a LBE  participation  of  12.85%  and  made  a 
good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  the  CMD  subcontracting  goals  of  8%  LBE  submitted  for  this 
contract,  and  has  exceeded  the  LBE  subcontracting  goal  of  8%  at  the  time  the  project  was 
advertised;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW37301,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
System;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  Water  Enterprise 
Water  System  Improvement  Program  Contract  No.  HH-935C,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System  - 
Eastern  Segment  & Other  Facilities;  approves  Modification  No.  18  (Final),  with  a time  extension 
of  408  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1,158  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor,  subject  to  resolution  of  outstanding  stop 
notice  issues. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


1 V y 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0027 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Hetch  System  Improvement  Program- 
funded  Contract  No.  HH-954R2  Early  Intake  Switchyard  Refurbishment,  by  the  contractor. 
Communication  Services  Inc;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  9,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0114,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  HH-954R2,  Early  Intake  Switchyard  Refurbishment,  in  the  amount  of  $2,763,109, 
to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Communication  Services  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  To  Proceed  date  was  August  7,  2013,  with 
an  original  schedule  of  233  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was  completed  in 
502  consecutive  calendar  days  on  December  22,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,763,109  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  233  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $492,785  to  pay  for  requested  standby  time 
during  the  first  week  of  the  Rim  Fire,  and  to  address  SFPUC  requested  shoo-fly,  insulator  bolt, 
and  grounding  revisions,  and  to  implement  an  accelerated  schedule  to  make  up  for  time  lost 
during  the  Rim  Fire,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $3,255,894,  and  increasing  the  contract 
duration  by  14  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  for  $566,472  to  accommodate  design 
changes  and  differing  site  conditions  in  the  field  that  were  not  foreseen  during  planning,  and  for 
modifications  needed  to  meet  operational  requirements  of  the  Switchyard,  increasing  the  contract 
amount  to  $3,822,366,  and  increasing  the  contract  duration  by  77  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 is  being  requested  to  decrease  the  contract  by  $114,345, 
for  adjustment  to  final  quantity  summary,  to  complete  punch  list  items  and  to  obtain  final 
completion,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,708,021,  and  with  a time  extension  of  178 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  502  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  the  San 
Francisco  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  granted  a waiver  for  this  project  due  to  the 
specialized  nature  of  the  work  and  has  thereby  waived  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subcontracting  goals  for  the  Contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  HH-954R2,  Early  Intake  Switchyard 
Refurbishment;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Communication 
Services  Inc.  for  Hetch  Hetchy  System  Capital  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  HH- 
954R2,  Early  Intake  Switchyard  Refurbishment;  approves  Modification  No.  3 (Final),  decreasing 
the  contract  by  $114,345,  for  adjustment  to  final  quantity  summary,  to  complete  punch  list  items 
and  obtain  final  completion,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,708,021,  and  with  a time  extension 
of  178  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  502  consecutive  calendar  days; 
and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0028 


WHEREAS,  Contract  No.  JOC-52,  Job  Order  Contract  (JOC),  Electrical  (C-10  License) 
for  San  Francisco,  Peninsula,  and  the  East  Bay,  was  advertised  on  October  2,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  not-to-exceed  amount  is  $3,000,000  with  a guaranteed  minimum 
amount  of  $50,000  for  this  construction  contract  to  accomplish  electrical  contracting  work  for  all 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  enterprises,  operations,  and  bureaus;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  two  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  Award  of  this  job  order  contract  is  for  work  to  be  performed  under  future 
task  orders  which  will  identify  the  scope  of  work,  cost,  and  duration  of  various  discrete 
construction  activities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Approval  of  individual  task  orders  under  this  contract  for  activities  that 
would  involve  ground  disturbance  activities  would  require  compliance  with  CEQA  prior  to 
initiation  of  ground-disturbing  activities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  work  under  this  job  order  contract  has  been  competitively  bid  per  unit 
price  and  this  contractor  is  the  lowest  responsible,  responsive  bidder  for  the  work  under  these 
subsequent  task  orders;  and 

WHEREAS,  Three  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  November  6,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  review  of  the  bid  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  and 
responsiveness  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  U.S.  Electric  Technologies,  Inc.  as  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible,  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Award  Criteria  Figure  from.  U.S.  Electric  Technologies,  Inc.  was 
1.1500;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  subcontracting  goal  of  13%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract;  and  the 
contractor  committed  to  utilize  18.33%  LBE  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  will  be  available  from  various  SFPUC  Enterprise  Funds  when  Task 
Orders  are  issued;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Project  Manual  and  Construction  Task 
Catalog  ® and  awards  Contract  No.  JOC-52,  Job  Order  Contract,  Electrical  (C-10  License)  for 
San  Francisco,  Peninsula,  and  the  East  Bay,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $3,000,000  with  a 
minimum  guaranteed  amount  of  $50,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible,  and  responsive 
bidder,  U.S.  Electric  Technologies,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0029 


WHEREAS,  On  May  14,  2013,  per  Resolution  No.  13-0065,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Local  Water  Conveyance/  Distribution  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2503R, 
8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  Jackson,  Washington,  Sacramento  and  Davis 
Streets,  to  Empire  Engineering  & Construction,  Inc;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  19, 
2013; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,139,389  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  300  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $904,554  to  provide  additional 
water  and  paving  work  on  Drumm  Street  that  was  removed  from  WW-483RR  Northshore  to 
Channel  Force  Main  Improvement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to 
$3,043,943,  and  with  a time  extension  of  621  consecutive  calendar  days  due  to  City  directive  to 
cease  construction  of  WD-2503R  for  calendar  year  2014  while  WW-483RR  was  in  construction 
to  minimize  community  impacts  from  multiple  contractors  working  in  the  same  location  of  City 
streets,  extending  the  duration  to  921  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)  (1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that 
any  cumulative  increases  in  contract  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  and  any 
cumulative  extensions  of  time  exceeding  10%  of  the  original  duration  be  approved  by  the 
Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  subcontracting  goals  of  16% 
Local  Business  Enterprise  participation  and  the  Contractor  committed  to  utilize  16.83% 
participation;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Statutory  Exemption  Request  for  Project  Number  WD-2503R  was  issued 
by  the  SFPUC  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  September  15,  2011.  On  September  27, 
2011  the  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer  concurred  with  the  Exemption 
Request.  An  amended  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  was  issued  by  the  San  Francisco 
Planning  Department  on  March  21,  2012  under  Planning  Department  Case  Number  2011.1370E 
for  the  North  Shore  to  Channel  Force  Main  Project  (Project  Number  WW-483RR)  including 
environmental  evaluation  of  water  main  and  pavement  work  along  Drumm  Street  proposed  to  be 
completed  under  Project  Number  WD-2503R.  No  additional  environmental  review  is  anticipated 
for  approval  of  the  requested  Contract  Modification  by  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW260  - Local  Water  Conveyance/ 
Distribution  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  1 to  Local  Water 
Conveyance/  Distribution  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2503R,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe 
Main  Installation  on  Jackson,  Washington,  Sacramento  and  Davis  Streets,  to  Empire  Engineering 
& Construction,  Inc,  increasing  the  contract  by  $904,554,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$3,043,943,  and  with  a time  extension  of  621  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  921  consecutive  calendar  days. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


jf  / 
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Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0030 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2613,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  (DIM)  Installation  on  23rd 
Street  from  Church  Street  to  Hoffman  Avenue,  by  the  contractor,  M Squared  Constmction,  Inc.; 
and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  22,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0014,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2613,  8-Inch  DIM  Installation  Church  Street  to  Hoffman  Avenue,  in  the 
amount  of  $1,084,000,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared 
Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  To  Proceed  date  was  set  for  March  18, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  330  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  228  consecutive  calendar  days  on  October  31,  2013;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 (Final)  was  issued  on  November  25,  2013  for  $4,725  for 
an  adjustment  of  contract  amount  to  reconcile  the  actual  quantity  of  work  performed,  increasing 
the  contract  amount  to  $1,088,725;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  made 
a good  faith  effort  to  substantially  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subcontracting  goal  of  19%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  19.5%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW260,  Local  Water 
Conveyance/Distribution  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  M Squared 
Construction,  Inc.  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD- 
2613,  8-Inch  DIM  Installation  Church  Street  to  Hoffman  Avenue,  approves  Modification  No.  1 
(Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $4,725,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1,088,725;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0031 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2682,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  25th 
Street,  Noe  Street,  Hoffman  Avenue,  and  Douglass  Street  by  the  contractor,  Hernandez 
Engineering;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  28,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0076,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2682,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  25th  Street,  Noe  Street, 
Hoffman  Avenue,  and  Douglass  Street,  in  the  amount  of  $1,378,304,  to  the  lowest,  qualified 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Hernandez  Engineering;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  26, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  285  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  with  an  additional  86  consecutive  calendar  days  in  326  consecutive  calendar  days  on 
July  17,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $1,378,304  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  285  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 (final)  is  being  requested  for  an  adjustment  of  final 
quantities  to  reflect  actual  quantities  performed,  decreasing  the  contract  amount  by  ($19,086), 
and  extending  the  duration  to  86  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  has 
complied  with  its  subcontracting  goals  of  18%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  by  achieving  a 
final  participation  of  18.6%  LBE;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW280,  Local  Water 
Conveyance/Distribution  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Hernandez 
Engineering  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2682, 
8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  25th  Street,  Noe  Street,  Hoffman  Avenue  and 
Douglass  Street;  approves  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by  $19,086,  and 
extending  the  duration  86  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1,359,218 
and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0032 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  and  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Pavement 
Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-545,  16th/21st/24th/25th  Avenues  and 

Cabrillo/Califomia  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  by  the  contractor, 
Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  28,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0082,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-545,  1 6th/2 1 st/24th/25th  Avenues  and  Cabrillo/Califomia  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of  $3,960,311,  to  the  lowest,  qualified 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  September  3, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  340  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
substantially  completed  in  340  consecutive  calendar  days  on  August  8,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $3,960,311  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  340  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $288,285  to  increase  bid  item  quantities 
to  reflect  actual  quantities  installed  during  construction,  and  increased  the  contract  amount  to 
$4,248,596;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  for  $78,160  to  account  for  actual  costs  of 
labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  contract  work  under  bid  item  allowances,  and  increased 
the  contract  amount  to  $4,326,756;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  determined  that  the 
contractor  has  exceeded  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  18.4%  by 
achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  21.3%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS56, 
1 6th/2 1 st/24th/25th  Avenues  and  Cabrillo/Califomia  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  DPW 
Project  No.  CSTR11SR90,  1 6th/2 1 st/24th/25th  Avenues  and  Cabrillo/Califomia  Streets 
Pavement  Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipelines, 
Inc.  for  WWE,  Renewal  and  R&R  and  DPW  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract 
No.  WW-545,  16th/2 1st/  24th/25th  Avenues  and  Cabrillo/Califomia  Streets  Sewer  Replacement 
and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,326,756  and  with  a total  contract 
duration  of  340  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0033 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
(SFPUC  Parcel  158)  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  adjacent  to  Fair  Oaks  Business  Park  at  520-592  East  Weddell  Drive  in  Sunnyvale, 
California,  identified  as  Santa  Clara  County  Assessor’s  Parcel  No.  1 10-14-189  (Premises);  and 

WHEREAS,  Raintree  Fair  Oaks,  LLC  (Licensee)  desires  to  obtain  a license  to  use  the 
Premises  as  a pedestrian  path  and  landscaped  area  with  a fence  and  gate  for  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  a five-year  revocable  license  (License) 
with  Licensee,  allowing  Licensee  to  use  the  Premises  as  a pedestrian  path  and  landscaped  area 
with  a fence  and  gate  in  return  for  a use  fee  of  $5,130  per  month;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  is  a Responsible  Agency  under  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  for  the  Project  because  use  of  the  BDPL  ROW  would  require  a revocable 
license  from  the  SFPUC,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  reviewed  the  Project  description  for  the  Raintree  Partners 
proposed  development  at  520-550  East  Weddell  Drive  at  its  Natural  Resources  Land 
Management  Division  Project  Review  Meeting  on  January  23,  2013,  to  convert  the  current  use  of 
the  SFPUC  ROW  from  leased  paved  parking  to  pedestrian  paths  and  landscaping;  and 

WHEREAS,  Issuance  of  a revocable  license  to  carry  out  the  portion  of  the  work  that 
requires  the  use  of  SFPUC  ROW  was  determined  to  be  within  the  scope  of  the  Sunnyvale  City 
Council  project  approval  and  certification  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Report  for  the  East 
Weddell  Residential  Projects,  and  that  these  documents  are  adequate  for  SFPUC’s  use  in 
approving  the  revocable  license  for  the  Project.  The  Minutes  of  the  Sunnyvale  Planning 
Commission  and  Sunnyvale  City  Council  meetings  approving  the  action  and  the  Final  EIR  and 
other  materials  that  are  part  of  the  record  of  this  approval  are  available  for  public  review  at  the 
SFPUC  offices,  Real  Estate  Services  Division,  525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  8th  Floor,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  which  is  the  custodian  of  records  for  the  revocable  license  approval;  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  the  City  of  Sunnyvale  certified  the  Final  EIR  and  approved  the 
Project,  there  have  been  no  substantial  changes  in  the  Project  or  changes  in  Project 
circumstances  that  would  result  in  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the 
severity  of  previously  identified  significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of 
substantial  importance  that  would  change  the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the  Final  EIR.  The  minor 
changes  in  design  of  the  pedestrian  pathways  and  landscaping  elements  made  at  the  request  of 
SFPUC  (elimination  of  pedestrian  lighting  within  the  SFPUC  ROW  and  compliance  with  the 
SFPUC  Vegetation  Management  Guidelines)  are  insignificant  to  the  project  and  have  no 
potential  to  result  in  significant  environmental  effects;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Sunnyvale  City  Council  adopted  mitigation  measures  for  the  Project  on 
March  25,  2014  under  Resolution  Number  635-19.  SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or 
responsibility  with  respect  to  the  Project  other  than  Project  Sponsor’s  request  and  the  SFPUC 
authorization  to  approve  the  revocable  license  and  to  enable  the  Project  Sponsor’s  through 
approval  of  the  revocable  license  to  carry  out  the  proposed  improvements  on  SFPUC’s  ROW 
Parcel  Number  158  at  the  East  Weddell  Residential  Projects  in  the  City  of  Sunnyvale;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes  all  actions 
taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  this  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  License  and  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to 
execute  the  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to 
enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without  limitation,  the 
exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  City;  are 
necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the  License  or  this  resolution;  and 
are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0034 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
designated  as  SFPUC  Parcels  2066,  2102,  2103,  2104,  2105  and  2106  located  adjacent  to 
Marlborough  Avenue  in  Redwood  City,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  operates  a nonprofit  organization  in  a blighted  neighborhood  that 
provides  essential  family  services  such  as  housing,  food,  clothing  and  education  to  the  local 
community;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  operates  the  St.  Francis  Youth  Center  located  across  the  street 
from  the  Premises;  and 

WHERE ASE,  Licensee  desires  to  obtain  a license  (License)  to  use  approximately  10,600 
square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcels  2066,  2102,  2103,  2104,  2105  and  2106  (Premises)  as  a 
community  garden  and  for  overflow  parking  for  the  youth  center;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  the  License;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  2007,  the  Commission  instituted  a new  Right  of  Way  Encroachment 
Policy  that  identifies  special  parcels  that  are  bisected  by  our  ROW.  As  amended  in  2015 
pursuant  to  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  15-0014,  this  policy  allows  residents  of  these  bisected 
parcels  to  enter  into  license  agreements  with  the  SFPUC  for  limited  purposes  at  an  annual  use  fee 
of  S 125  for  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  2011,  by  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  1 1-0008,  the  SFPUC  committed  to  the 
goal  of  developing  a community  benefits  program  to  better  serve  and  foster  partnership  with 
communities  in  all  SFPUC  service  areas  and  to  ensure  that  public  benefits  are  shared  across  all 
communities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  issued  a categorical  exemption 
determination  on  July  23,  2012  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Section  15304;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes  all  actions 
heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  this  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  License  and  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  License; 
and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
License  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0035 


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  9.109  of  the  Charter  (the  “Charter”)  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  (the  “City”),  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  (the  “Board”)  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  bonds  of  the  City  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  any 
revenue  bonds  of  the  City  then  outstanding  without  voter  approval,  provided  that  such  refunding 
is  expected  to  result  in  net  debt  service  savings  to  the  City  on  a present  value  basis;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  1,  2012,  the  Board  passed  its  Resolution  No.  151-12,  approved  and 
signed  by  the  Mayor  on  May  8,  2012  (“Board  Resolution  No.  151-12”)  approving,  among  other 
things,  the  issuance  of  water  revenue  refunding  bonds,  pursuant  to  the  Charter,  to  be  issued  by 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  (the  “Commission”),  subject  to  certain  limitations 
and  conditions  provided  therein;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  authority  granted  under  Section  9.109  of  the  Charter  of  the  City 
and  by  Board  Resolution  No.  151-12,  it  is  proposed  that  the  Commission  issue  one  or  more 
series  of  water  revenue  refunding  bonds,  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed 
$450,000,000  for  the  principal  purpose  of  refunding  outstanding  water  revenue  bonds  or 
commercial  paper  of  the  Commission,  subject  to  limitation  as  to  principal  amount  as  provided 
herein  (the  “Refunding  Bonds”)  all  pursuant  to  the  Amended  and  Restated  Indenture,  dated  as  of 
August  1,  2002  (as  amended  and  supplemented,  the  “Indenture”),  by  and  between  the 
Commission  and  U.S.  Bank  National  Association,  as  trustee  (the  “Trustee”),  and  one  or  more 
supplemental  indentures  as  herein  provided;  and 

WHEREAS,  Each  such  refunding  of  the  Commission’s  outstanding  water  revenue  bonds 
is  proposed  to  be  accomplished  by  depositing  proceeds  of  the  Refunding  Bonds  and  certain  other 
amounts  in  an  irrevocable  escrow  fund  established  and  held  in  trust  by  the  trustee  for  the  bonds 
to  be  refunded  pursuant  to  an  escrow  agreement  between  the  Commission  and  said  trustee  (each, 
an  “Escrow  Agreement”),  which  moneys  and  the  investment  income  thereon  are  to  be  applied  to 
pay  the  principal  of  and  the  interest  and  redemption  premium,  if  any,  on  the  bonds  to  be 
refunded;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  proposed  that  such  Refunding  Bonds  be  issued  as  obligations  the 
interest  on  which  is  excluded  from  gross  income  for  federal  income  tax  purposes  pursuant  to  one 
or  more  supplemental  indentures,  between  the  Commission  and  the  Trustee  (each,  a 
“Supplemental  Indenture”);  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  proposed  that  such  Refunding  Bonds  be  sold  in  a negotiated  sale 
pursuant  to  a Bond  Purchase  Contract  (the  “Bond  Purchase  Contract”);  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  proposed  that  a preliminary  official  statement  for  the  Refunding  Bonds 
(the  “Preliminary  Official  Statement”)  and  an  official  statement  for  the  Refunding  Bonds  (the 
“Official  Statement”)  be  used  in  connection  with  the  offering  and  sale  of  the  Refunding  Bonds 
from  time  to  time;  and 


WHEREAS,  It  is  proposed  that  a continuing  disclosure  certificate  (the  “Continuing 
Disclosure  Certificate”)  be  executed  and  delivered  with  respect  to  the  Refunding  Bonds  in  order 
to  assist  the  underwriters  thereof  in  complying  with  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  Rule 
15c2-12  (“Rule  15c2-12”);  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Article  IX  of  the  Indenture,  the  Indenture  may  be  amended  from 
time  to  time  upon  the  compliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  in  said  Article  IX;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  been  presented  with  and  has  examined  the  proposed 
forms  of  a Supplemental  Indenture  for  the  Refunding  Bonds,  a Bond  Purchase  Contract,  an 
Escrow  Agreement,  a Preliminary  Official  Statement,  an  Official  Statement  and  a Continuing 
Disclosure  Certificate;  and 

WHEREAS,  Without  further  approval  of  the  Board,  the  Commission  is  duly  authorized 
and  empowered,  pursuant  to  each  and  every  requirement  of  law,  to  authorize  the  foregoing 
transactions  and  issue  the  Refunding  Bonds  and  to  authorize  the  publication,  execution  and 
delivery  (as  appropriate)  of  a Supplemental  Indenture  for  the  Refunding  Bonds,  a Bond  Purchase 
Contract,  a Preliminary  Official  Statement,  an  Official  Statement,  an  Escrow  Agreement,  a 
Continuing  Disclosure  Certificate  and  related  documents  for  the  purposes,  in  the  manner  and 
upon  the  terms  provided  herein;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  By  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  as  follows: 

Issuance  of  the  Refunding  Bonds.  The  issuance  of  the  Refunding  Bonds,  in  one  or  more 
series  and  on  one  or  more  dates,  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved  by  the  Commission,  subject  to 
the  limitations  and  conditions  provided  herein.  The  Refunding  Bonds  may  be  issued  (a)  for  the 
purpose  of  refunding  outstanding  water  revenue  bonds  or  commercial  paper  of  the  Commission 
provided  that  such  Refunding  Bonds:  (i)  satisfy  the  applicable  conditions  and  requirements  set  forth 
in  Board  Resolution  No.  151-12;  (ii)  satisfy  the  applicable  requirements  of  the  Indenture,  including 
without  limitation  Section  3.04  or  Section  3.05  of  the  Indenture;  (iii)  satisfy  the  applicable 
requirements  of  the  City’s  policies  and  procedures  for  refunding  bonds;  and  (iv)  are  authorized  to  be 
issued  under  Section  9.109  of  the  Charter  (including  related  ordinances  and  resolutions  of  the 
Board);  and  (b)  to  pay  the  costs  of  issuance  of  the  Refunding  Bonds.  The  Refunding  Bonds  shall  be 
issued  as  obligations  the  interest  on  which  is  excludable  from  gross  income  for  federal  income  tax 
purposes.  If  determined  to  be  beneficial  to  the  Commission  by  the  General  Manager,  with  the 
advice  of  Montague  DeRose  and  Associates,  LLC  and  Backstrom  McCarley  Berry  & Co.,  LLC,  the 
financial  advisors  to  the  Commission  with  respect  to  the  Refunding  Bonds  (together,  the  “Financial 
Advisors”),  the  Refunding  Bonds  may  also  be  issued  for  the  secondary  purposes  of  providing  funds 
for  (y)  the  credit  enhancement  of  any  Refunding  Bonds  (including  without  limitation  bond 
insurance  policies  and/or  reserve  fund  surety  bonds  or  insurance  policies),  and  (z)  the  funding  of 
debt  service  reserves  for  the  Refunding  Bonds. 

The  Refunding  Bonds  shall  be  issued  in  accordance  with  this  resolution,  the  Indenture, 
Board  Resolution  No.  151-12  and  the  Charter.  The  General  Manager  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  determine  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Refunding  Bonds  to  be  issued  from  time 
to  time  (subject  to  the  maximum  amount  and  further  limitations  and  conditions  set  forth  herein) 
and  to  determine  the  various  titles  and  series  designations  of  the  Refunding  Bonds.  The  form  of 
the  Refunding  Bonds,  in  substantially  the  form  set  forth  in  the  form  of  the  Supplemental 
Indenture  presented  to  this  meeting,  is  hereby  approved.  The  President  or  General  Manager  of 
the  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  approve  and  to  execute  the  Refunding 
Bonds  by  manual  or  facsimile  signature,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  attest,  by  manual  or  facsimile  signature,  with  such  changes,  additions, 


amendments  or  modifications  thereto  which  they  may  approve  with  the  advice  of  the  City 
Attorney,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the 
Refunding  Bonds,  subject  to  the  limitations  set  forth  in  Section  2 hereof. 

Sale  of  the  Bonds.  The  sale  of  the  Refunding  Bonds,  in  one  or  more  series  and  on  one  or 
more  dates,  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved  by  the  Commission,  subject  to  the  limitations  and 
conditions  provided  herein  and  in  Board  Resolution  No.  151-12.  The  Commission  hereby  finds 
and  determines,  based  on  advice  from  the  General  Manager  and  his  consultation  with  the 
Financial  Advisors,  that  (i)  the  sale  of  the  Refunding  Bonds  through  a negotiated  process  is 
likely  to  enhance  the  ability  of  the  Commission  to  timely  sell  the  Refunding  Bonds  or  to  achieve 
a lower  overall  cost  to  the  Commission,  or  both,  and  (ii)  the  requirements  of  Section  VIII  of  the 
Commission’s  Debt  Management  Policies  and  Procedures,  as  the  same  may  have  been  amended 
and  in  effect  at  the  time  of  such  determination,  have  been  satisfied.  The  interest  rate  or  rates  on 
the  Refunding  Bonds  shall  not  exceed  twelve  percent  (12%)  and  the  final  maturity  of  any 
Refunding  Bonds  shall  not  be  later  than  forty  (40)  years  after  the  issue  date  thereof. 

Escrow  Agreement.  The  proposed  form  of  Escrow  Agreement  submitted  to  this 
Commission,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  is  hereby  approved.  In  order  to  implement  any 
refunding  authorized  herein,  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  is  hereby  authorized  to  enter 
into  one  or  more  Escrow  Agreements  with  the  trustee  of  the  water  revenue  bonds  to  be  refunded, 
substantially  in  the  form  presented  to  this  meeting  and  on  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  with  such  changes  and  additions  as  the  General  Manager  may  approve  upon 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  each  such  approval  to  be  evidenced  conclusively  by  the 
delivery  to  the  trustee  of  such  Escrow  Agreement.  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission  is  directed 
to  file  a copy  of  said  form  of  Escrow  Agreement  with  the  minutes  of  this  meeting. 

Disposition  of  Revenues:  Rate  Covenant.  Section  5.01(b)  of  the  Indenture  which  sets 
forth  the  disposition  of  Revenues  (as  defined  in  the  Indenture)  applicable  to  the  Commission’s 
Water  Enterprise  Bonds  is  hereby  confirmed  by  the  Commission  and  the  Commission  further 
confirms,  pledges  and  covenants  with  the  holders  of  the  Refunding  Bonds  that  the  Revenues 
shall  be  appropriated  and  expended  in  the  order  of  priority  set  forth  in  Section  5.01(b)  of  the 
Indenture,  as  the  same  may  be  amended  from  time  to  time.  This  Commission  also  declares  that 
the  Commission  will  comply  with  all  of  the  terms,  provisions  and  covenants  contained  in  the 
Indenture,  as  the  same  may  be  amended  from  time  to  time,  including  the  covenants  to  establish, 
fix,  prescribe  and  collect  rates,  fees  and  charges  sufficient  to  enable  the  Commission  to  comply 
with  the  terms,  conditions  and  covenants  of  the  Indenture. 

Section  1.  Supplemental  Indenture.  The  proposed  form  of  the  Supplemental  Indenture 
for  the  Refunding  Bonds  submitted  to  this  Commission,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  is 
hereby  approved.  The  General  Manager  of  the  Commission  or  their  designees  are  authorized 
and  directed  to  execute  and  deliver  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  or  the  designee  thereof 
is  authorized  to  attest  one  or  more  Supplemental  Indentures  in  such  forms,  with  such  additions 
thereto  or  changes  therein  which  they  may  approve  with  the  advice  of  the  City  Attorney,  such 
approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  such  Supplemental 
Indenture.  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission  is  directed  to  file  a copy  of  the  form  of 
Supplemental  Indenture  with  the  minutes  of  this  meeting.  Subject  to  the  further  limitations 
hereof,  the  principal  amount,  date,  maturity  date  or  dates,  maximum  interest  rate  or  rates,  series 
designation,  interest  payment  dates,  forms,  registration  privileges,  place  or  places  of  payment, 
terms  of  redemption,  insurance  provisions  and  other  terms  of  the  Refunding  Bonds  shall  be  as 
provided  in  the  Indenture. 

Preliminary  Official  Statement  and  Official  Statement.  The  Preliminary  Official 
Statement,  in  substantially  the  form  submitted  to  the  Commission  and  on  file  with  the  Secretary 


of  the  Commission,  is  hereby  approved,  and  the  General  Manager  or  the  General  Manager’s 
designee  is  hereby  authorized  to  certify  from  time  to  time,  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  Commission, 
that  the  Preliminary  Official  Statement,  with  such  changes,  additions  and  supplements  as  they 
may  deem  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  interest  of  the  Commission,  in  consultation  with  the 
City  Attorney,  is  deemed  final  as  of  its  date,  within  the  meaning  of  Rule  15c2-12  (except  for  the 
omission  of  certain  final  pricing,  rating  and  related  information  as  permitted  by  Rule  15c2-12). 
The  Preliminary  Official  Statement  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  used  from  time  to  time  in 
connection  with  the  marketing  of  the  Refunding  Bonds.  In  connection  with  the  sale  of  all  or  a 
portion  of  the  Refunding  Bonds,  the  General  Manager  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  for  and 
on  behalf  of  the  Commission,  to  execute  an  Official  Statement  for  such  Refunding  Bonds  in 
substantially  the  form  of  the  Preliminary  Official  Statement,  and  to  cause  the  delivery  of  such 
Official  Statement  to  the  underwriters  of  the  Refunding  Bonds.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing 
authorization,  Commission  staff  is  hereby  directed  to  return  to  the  Commission  for  authorization 
of  any  Preliminary  Official  Statement  or  Official  Statement  to  be  used  in  connection  with  any 
sale  of  Refunding  Bonds  that  is  to  occur  more  than  ninety  (90)  days  following  the  later  of  (i)  the 
first  sale  of  Refunding  Bonds  pursuant  to  the  authority  granted  hereunder  or  (ii)  the  most  recent 
Commission  approval  of  the  form  of  such  Preliminary  Official  Statement  or  Official  Statement. 

Negotiated  Sale;  Bond  Purchase  Contract.  The  General  Manager  is  hereby  authorized  to 
select  and  appoint  one  or  more  underwriters  (each,  an  “Underwriter”  and,  collectively,  the 
“Underwriters”)  from  the  Commission’s  or  the  City’s  pool  of  prequalified  underwriters  subject 
to  a competitive  procurement  process  and  in  accordance  with  the  City’s  policies  and  procedures 
with  respect  thereto,  subject  to  the  limits  on  underwriter  compensation  set  forth  below.  The 
General  Manager  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  for  and  on  behalf  of  and  in  the  name  of  the 
Commission,  to  sell  at  one  or  more  negotiated  sales  the  Refunding  Bonds  in  such  aggregate 
principal  amount  as  the  General  Manager  may  determine,  subject  to  the  further  limitations  and 
conditions  hereof.  The  General  Manager  or  his  designee  is  hereby  authorized  to  enter  into  a 
Bond  Purchase  Contract  with  one  or  more  of  the  Underwriters,  individually  or  collectively  as  the 
General  Manager  deems  appropriate,  substantially  in  the  form  presented  at  this  meeting  and  on 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  with  such  changes  and  additions  as  the  General 
Manager  may  approve  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  such  approval  to  be  evidenced 
conclusively  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  such  Bond  Purchase  Contract;  provided,  however, 
that  the  total  compensation  to  the  Underwriters  shall  not  exceed  one  percent  (1%)  of  the  par 
value  of  the  Refunding  Bonds.  Refunding  Bonds  sold  in  a negotiated  sale  shall  be  delivered  to 
the  Underwriters  upon  payment  of  the  purchase  price  agreed  upon  in  the  applicable  Bond 
Purchase  Contract,  together  with  accrued  interest,  if  any. 

Continuing  Disclosure  Certificate.  The  proposed  form  of  Continuing  Disclosure 
Certificate  for  the  Refunding  Bonds,  submitted  to  this  Commission  and  on  file  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  is  hereby  approved.  The  General  Manager  or  the  General  Manager’s 
designee  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  the  Continuing  Disclosure  Certificate  for 
the  Refunding  Bonds  from  time  to  time,  substantially  in  the  form  submitted  to  this  Commission, 
with  such  additions,  changes  and  corrections  thereto  as  the  General  Manager  or  the  designee 
thereof  shall  approve  with  the  advice  of  the  City  Attorney,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively 
evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  such  Continuing  Disclosure  Certificate.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  is  directed  to  file  a copy  of  said  form  of  Continuing  Disclosure 
Certificate  with  the  minutes  of  this  meeting. 

General  Authority.  The  General  Manager,  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief 
Operating  Officer  and  the  Interim  Assistant  General  Manager,  Business  Services  and  Chief 
Financial  Officer,  of  the  Commission  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  each  acting  alone,  for, 
in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  this  Commission,  to  execute  and  deliver  any  and  all  documents, 
certificates  and  agreements  relating  to  the  Refunding  Bonds  or  concerning  the  contents  of  the 


Preliminary  Official  Statement  or  the  Official  Statement,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
documents  and  agreements  to  contract  for  municipal  bond  insurance  for  all  or  a portion  of  the 
Refunding  Bonds  or  for  one  or  more  surety  bonds  or  insurance  policies  for  the  debt  service 
reserves  for  the  Refunding  Bonds  if  determined  by  the  General  Manager  in  consultation  with  the 
Financial  Advisors  and  City  Attorney,  to  be  beneficial  to  the  Commission  and  to  do  any  and  all 
things  and  take  any  and  all  actions  which  may  be  necessary  or  advisable,  in  their  discretion,  to 
accomplish  the  intent  and  purposes  of  this  resolution  including  the  issuance  and  sale  of  the 
Refunding  Bonds,  the  financing  or  refinancing  of  the  Projects,  and  the  other  actions  which  the 
Commission  has  approved  in  this  resolution.  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  delegate  any 
of  the  responsibilities  or  duties  set  forth  in  this  resolution  to  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and 
Chief  Operating  Officer  or  to  the  Interim  Assistant  General  Manager,  Business  Services  and 
Chief  Financial  Officer,  of  the  Commission.  The  other  officers  of  the  Commission  are  hereby 
authorized  to  delegate  any  of  the  actions  on  their  behalf  set  forth  herein  to  another  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Commission. 

Ratification.  All  actions  heretofore  taken  by  the  officers,  employees  and  agents  of  the 
Commission  with  respect  to  the  authorization,  sale  and  issuance  of  the  Refunding  Bonds,  prior  to 
the  date  hereof  and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  hereof,  are  hereby  approved,  confirmed 
and  ratified. 

Effective  Date.  This  resolution  shall  take  effect  from  and  after  its  adoption. 


/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0036 


WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  and  staff  presented  the  proposed  10-Year  Financial  Plan  for  the  period  FY  2015-16 
through  FY  2024-25  to  the  Commission  at  a duly  noticed  public  hearing  held  on  February  10  of 
2015  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  Wastewater  Enterprise  and  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
including  the  Power  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  recommended  that  governmental  entities  maintain  a multi-year 
financial  plan  to  forecast  future  fiscal  operations  and  revenue  requirements  for  their  customers 
and  stakeholders;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  further  recommended  that  future  year  revenue  requirement  impacts  be 
considered  when  making  budgetary  decisions;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  10-Year  Financial  Plan  is  mandated  by  City  Charter  Section  8B.123 
and  is  updated  annually  as  a part  of  the  budget  process;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  10- Year  Financial  Plan  will  also  be  used  to  meet  the  City  requirement 
for  a 5-Year  Financial  Plan;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  adopts  the  attached  SFPUC  10-Year  Financial  Plan 
for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at  its  meeting 
of  February  10,  2015. 


r 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


1 5-0037 


WHEREAS,  The  City’s  Charter  Section  8B.123  requires  the  Commission  to  annually 
review,  update  and  adopt  the  Ten-Year  Capital  Plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  proposed  Capital 
Improvement  Program  Budget  must  be  submitted  to,  and  approved  by.  Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee 
and  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  the  FY  2015-16  to  FY  2024-25  Ten- Year  Capital  Plan  is  hereby  adopted: 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


10- Year  Capital  Plan 

Wastewater  Enterprise 

Water  Enterprise 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  & Power 

Total  SFPUC 


FYE  2016-2025 


$5,713,380,000 

$1,323,664,000 

$1,199,284,800 


$8,236,328,800 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0038 


WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  proposes  budgetaty  adjustments  to  the  adopted  FY  2015-16  Operating  Budget  for  Water 
Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  proposed  Operating  Budget  must  be  submitted  to,  and 
approved  by,  Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  budget  adjustments  to  the  Adopted 
FY  2015-16  Operating  Budget  of  up  to  the  amounts  summarized  in  Attachment  A;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  submit 
the  Operating  Budget  adjustments  to  the  Mayor  and  Controller;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  make  further  technical 
adjustments  to  these  approved  amounts  as  may  be  necessary  or  upon  further  direction  from  the 
Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  adjust  salaries  in 
accordance  with  amendments  to  the  Annual  Salary  Ordinance  and  mandatory  fringe  benefits  in 
accordance  with  the  Controller’s  instructions;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  budget  estimates  shall  be  filed  with  the  Controller  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  San  Francisco  Charter  Article  IX  and  Administrative  Code 
Chapter  3.  Copies  of  the  approved  budget  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Commission  Secretary. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 

/XXoti/u,  ^4rrX — 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0039 


WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  and  staff  presented  the  proposed  10-Year  Financial  Plan  for  the  period  FY  2015-16 
through  FY  2024-25  to  the  Commission  at  a duly  noticed  public  hearing  held  on  February  10  of 
2015  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  including  the  projected  Wholesale  Water  Rate;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  annually  approves  the  Wholesale  Water  Rate  pursuant  to  the 
Water  Supply  Agreement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  will  hold  a public  hearing  on  May  12,  2015  to 
review  and  consider  approval  of  proposed  FY  2015-16  Wholesale  Rates  and  Charges. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foreeoinz  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at  its  meeting 
of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0040 


WHEREAS,  On  May  13,  2014,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
adopted  Resolution  14-0070,  which  expanded  the  Interruptible  Water  Service  to  all  retail 
irrigation  uses  inside  and  outside  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  15,  2014,  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  adopted 
emergency  regulations,  Resolution  2014-0038,  which  require  urban  water  suppliers  to  implement 
all  requirements  and  actions  of  its  water  shortage  contingency  plan  that  impose  mandatory 
restrictions  on  outdoor  irrigation;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  12,  2014,  the  SFPUC  imposed  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor 
irrigation  of  ornamental  landscapes  or  turf  with  potable  water  by  retail  customers  of  at  least  10% 
and  on  August  26,  2014,  the  Commission  adopted  Resolution  14-0140  to  levy  excess  use  charges 
on  those  irrigation  customers  who  do  not  meet  the  mandatory  reductions;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  have  developed  proposed  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
Interruptible  Service  program,  intended  to  distinguish  irrigation  customers  who  elect  to  reduce 
water  use  early  and  significantly  when  the  SFPUC  declares  voluntary  and  mandatory  shortages; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  enactment  of 
the  proposed  Interruptible  Service  program  rules  and  regulations  is  exempt  from  environmental 
review  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15269 
(Emergency  Projects)  and  15308  (Actions  by  Regulatory  Agencies  for  Protection  of  the 
Environment);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  adopts  the  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
Interruptible  Service  program,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  effective  July  1,  2015, 
applicable  to  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  to  the  program. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0041 

WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the  “City”)  and  the  United  States 
Department  of  the  Navy  (“Navy”)  executed  the  Base  Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement  on 
March  12,  1997,  for  the  management  and  operation  of  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island 
(“TI/YBI”),  and  in  November  1998,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Resolution 
No.  938-98  authorizing  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  (“TIDA”)  to  enter  into  the 
Cooperative  Agreement  with  the  Navy,  which  has  been  amended  from  time  to  time  (the 
“Cooperative  Agreement”),  and  to  assume  responsibility  for  certain  caretaker  duties  at  TI/YBI 
including  the  operation,  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  Navy's  utility  systems;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Cooperative  Agreement  includes  various  Functional  Annexes  that 
describe  in  detail  the  caretaker  duties  for  which  TIDA  is  responsible  under  the  Cooperative 
Agreement,  among  which  Functional  Annex  6 - Utilities  Services  describes  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  utility  systems  and  the  delivery  of  utilities  to  the  occupants  and  users  of 
TI/YBI;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC”)  since  1997  has 
performed  TIDA’s  responsibilities  under  Functional  Annex  6 - Utilities  Services,  including, 
without  limitation,  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  utility  systems  and  the  delivery  of 
utilities  services  to  TI/YBI;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  purchases  low-  cost  Federal  National  Defense  Act  (“NDA”) 
power  from  the  U.S  Department  of  Energy’s  Western  Area  Power  Administration  (“WAP A”)  to 
provide  electric  service  to  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  (“TI/YBI”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  WAPA  power  is  delivered  to  the  Davis  Substation,  an  electric 
transmission  facility  owned  and  operated  by  the  Port  of  Oakland,  where  power  is  metered  and 
transformed  for  use  at  TI/YBI;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  interconnection  agreement  (“LA”)  replaces  the  1998  IA  with 
the  Port  of  Oakland  that  was  approved  by  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  98-0242  on  September  29, 
1998;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  1998  IA  provides  the  Port  a one-year  notice  termination  right  and  the 
Port  represents  that  one  third  of  its  costs  of  operating  the  Davis  Substation  substantially  exceed 
San  Francisco’s  fixed  charge  under  the  1998  IA;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  IA  provides  for  the  continued  use  and  sharing  of  at  least  one- 
third  of  the  capacity  of  the  Davis  Substation  and  a point  of  delivery  for  the  low-cost  WAPA 
power  for  a period  of  20-years  and  annual  charge  of  $125,000  with  an  annual  escalation  based  on 


the  San  Francisco  Area  Consumer  Price  Index,  and  the  payment  of  $567,792  over  four  years  for 
uncollected  operation  and  maintenance  charges  by  the  Port  of  Oakland;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  hereby  finds  that  adoption  of  this  resolution  will 
establish  electric  service  rates  and  charges  for  one  or  more  of  the  following  purposes:  meeting 
operating  expenses,  including  employee  wage  rates  and  fringe  benefits;  purchasing  or  leasing 
supplies,  equipment,  or  materials;  meeting  financial  reserve  needs  and  requirements;  or  obtaining 
funds  for  capital  projects  necessary  to  maintain  service  within  existing  service  areas;  and,  based 
on  the  information  considered  in  determining  the  cost  of  service  and  in  establishing  the  proposed 
new  schedule  of  rates,  fees  and  charges  for  the  cost  of  service,  as  concurred  with  by  the 
Environmental  Review  Officer  on  January  15,  2015,  adoption  of  this  resolution  is  statutorily 
exempt  from  environmental  review  requirements  in  accordance  with  California  Public  Resource 
Code  Section  21080(b)(8)  and  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guideline  15273(a);  and  be 
it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  execute,  together  with  TIDA,  an  interconnection  agreement  with  the  Port  of  Oakland 
for  the  use  of  its  Davis  electric  transmission  substation  in  Oakland,  California  substantially  in  the 
form  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  upon  approval  of  the  agreement  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  enter  into  any  additions,  amendments  or  other  modifications  to  the  interconnection 
agreement  with  the  Port  of  Oakland  that  do  not  material  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of 
the  City,  that  do  not  material  reduce  the  rights  of  the  City,  and  that  are  acceptable  to  the  City 
Attorney. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


h Water 


San  Francisco 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


et  Sewer 


SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  February  24,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.phD7view  id=22 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.orQ.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


tSSSfiiiijft],'  <415)  554*7«®SIES|g  dhoodPsfwater.org 

Donna  Hood  tUL  MUt 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  ‘Language  Access  Ordinance"  ( Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrativo  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(41 5)  252-31 1 2;  web  site  at  www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission's  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  timeframe  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department's 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?paae=3447.Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  February  10,  2015 

4.  General  Public  Comment 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Water  Pipeline  Assessment 


6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Levin) 

b)  CleanPowerSF  Timeline  (Hale) 

c)  Fund  Balance  Policy  Report  ' (Perl) 

7.  Urban  Agriculture  Pilot  Program  Update  (Ellis) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary , 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax : (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

8.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-297A-D,  As-Needed  Construction  Management 
Services,  to  Avila  Associates  (CS-297A),  CPM-Alta  JV  (CS-297B),  ECS  Inc.  (CS- 
297C),  and  MCK  Associates  (CS-297D),  to  provide  construction  management 
services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  four  professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not- 
to-exceed  $4,000,000  and  with  a duration  of  five  years.  (Cruz) 
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h) 


Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-894,  Pipeline  Condition 
Assessment  Services,  with  CH2MHNI  to  provide  additional  evaluation  of  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  & Power  pipeline  facilities,  including  but  not  limited  to  evaluation 
through  direct  examination,  fitness  for  life  investigations  and  pipeline  system 
rehabilitation  plans,  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment  with  a time  extension  up  to  one  year  and  three  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  eight  years  and  three  months,  with  no  change  to  the 
agreement  amount.  (Cruz) 

Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  advertise  and  to  request  qualifications  and 
subsequent  request  for  proposals  for  Agreement  No.  DB-126,  Wastewater 
Enterprise  Distributed  Control  System  Upgrades,  to  design  and  construct  a 
robust,  reliable,  and  secure  wastewater  process  control  system  for  the 
Wastewater  Enterprise  facilities,  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $51,000,000  and 
with  a duration  of  15  years;  Receive  proposals  for  design  build  agreement; 
Conduct  a selection  process  to  identify  the  best  qualified  firm  to  provide  design 
build  services;  and  negotiate  a design  build  agreement.  (Cruz) 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  cost  contingency  for  Contract  HH-976, 
Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work  with  Trinet  Construction  Inc.,  in  the 
amount  of  $80,760;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve  future 
modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  up  to  $922,976. 

(Cruz) 

Award  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Electrical  (C-10  License),  Governor  and  Exciter 
Systems  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  for  a not-to-exceed 
amount  of  $5,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder, 
System  3,  Inc.,  to  perform  specialty  high-voltage  electrical  work, for  Hetch  Hetchy 
Operations.  (Cruz) 

Accept  work  performed  by  Trinet  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2695, 
Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  - New  Cisterns  A;  Approve  Modification  No.  3 
(Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by  $97,963,  to  reconcile  final  payment  items  to 
reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance  bid  items,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $3,91 3,761 , and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  501 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  16  months);  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Cruz) 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for  Contract 
No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digesters  Class  A 
Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements,  with  Shimmick  Construction  Company 
Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  $680,000;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his 
designee,  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised 
contract  amount  not-to-exceed  $18,427,366.  (Cruz) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-510R, 
Schwerin  Street  Sewer  System  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $3,844,353,  to 


.75 

-r 

-D 

cd 
.75 
• — I 


o 

«D> 

<=> 

L.O 


the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction,  to 
install  a new  wet  weather  sewer  and  to  replace  existing  sewers  on  the  subject 
street  in  San  Francisco.  (Cruz) 

i)  Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipeline  for  Contract  No.  WW-560,  As-Needed 

Main  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the 
contract  by  $151,605,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,959,880,  and  with  a time 
extension  of  130  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  four  months),  for  a 
total  contract  duration  of  530  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year, 
five  months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Cruz) 

j)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 

execute  a five-year  revocable  license  with  the  Tuolumne  County  Sheriff’s  Office 
to  use  approximately  247  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  187-1  located  in 
unincorporated  Tuolumne  County,  California  for  its  personal  communications 
services  facility,  with  no  use  fee.  (Russell) 
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Approve  the  selection  of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  and  award  Agreement  No. 
CS-1010(G),  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Grant  Program,  to  provide  program  and 
project  management  services  for  the  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Program;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  agreement  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $80,000,  and  with  a duration  of  one  year,  with  an  option  to 
renew  the  grant  up  to  two  years,  subject  to  Commission  approval.  (Ellis) 

Approve  a revenue-generating  program  to  license  existing  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  street  light  conduits  for  the  installation  of  wiring  to 
support  outdoor  distributed  antenna  systems  by  telecommunications  carriers  using 
licensed  spectrum  and  third-party  hosts  certificated  by  the  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission;  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  execute  Conduit  Licenses  for  SFPUC  Conduit  at  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Transportation  Agency  poles  between  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  as  yet-to-be  determined  telecommunications  carriers  and  approve  the 
form  of  the  Conduit  License;  and  approve  an  amendment  to  the  2015  SFPUC  Real 
Estate  Guidelines  to  address  a delegation  of  authority  for  the  Street  Light  Conduit 
License  Program  to  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee.  (Hale) 

Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-918,  New  Irvington  Tunnel 
Project,  Construction  Management  Services,  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald,  to 
continue  providing  construction  management  services  for  the  construction  of  the 
tunnel;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing 
the  agreement  by  $2,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$19,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration 
of  seven  years,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter 
Section  9.118.  (Cruz) 


12.  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  Construction 

Management  Service,  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  Black  and  Veatch 
-n  Corporation,  to  provide  ongoing  construction  management  support  during 

construction  and  close-out  of  the  project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
^ negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $30,000,000, 
*H  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $68,000,000,  and  with  a time 
extension  up  to  two  years,  10  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight 
years,  10  months,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter 
Section  9.1 18.  (Cruz) 


13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  2-A  to  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  Construction 
co  Management  Service,  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  Black  and  Veatch 
^ Corporation,  to  provide  ongoing  construction  management  (CM)  support  for  a brief 
^ interim  period  (less  than  one  month),  to  avoid  disruption  to  CM  services  while 

m Amendment  2 is  under  review  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  authorize  the 

General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by 
$500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $38,500,000. 


14.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 


15.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 


16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

,%T  (Ambrose) 

^ Existing  Unlitiqated  Claim: 

Tim  Barrett  and  Jennifer  Barrett  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  14-01475 
Date  Filed:  January  9,  2014 


17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

fi  (Ambrose) 

o Existing  Litigation: 

Santokh  Kahlon  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
-h  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-13-533906 
Date  Filed:  August  29,  2013 


18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 


Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 
Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A127554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawl  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF  Interconnection 
Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawl  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Terminarino  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 


24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 201 5 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Barrett) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

30.  Other  new  business. 


ADJOURNMENT 


San  Francisco 
;'aterPot  /er  Sewer 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

MINUTES 

Tuesday,  February  24,  2015 


(As  Approved  on  March  10,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
htto://sanfrancisco. aranicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?view  id— 22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:35  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  February  10,  2015 
On  Motion  to  Approve: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney  and  Moran 

4.  General  Public  Comment 
None. 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Due  to  a time  constraint  with  the  start  of  the  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
President  Caen  called  Item  6 out  of  order  to  allow  Supervisor  John  Avalos  to  speak 
on  item  6b. 

b)  CleanPowerSF  Timeline 

Supervisor  Avalos  thanked  staff  for  their  work  on  updating  the  CleanPowerSF 
timeline.  He  suggested  shortening  the  timeline  by  not  waiting  for  legislative 
processes  in  the  Procurement  Program  Planning  phase,  and  discussing  ways  it 
could  happen.  He  suggested  that  youth  involved  in  summer  employment 
programs  could  be  involved  in  Program  outreach  efforts. 

Supervisor  Avalos  also  spoke  on  Item  7.  He  thanked  staff  for  their  work  with  the 
McLaren  Park  Project. 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  reviewed  the  CleanPowerSF  timeline.  She 
discussed  key  milestones  and  critical  areas,  indicating  that  under  the  proposed 
timeline  sen/ice  to  customers  is  targeted  to  start  in  early  2016. 

Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  thanked  staff  for  their  work  and  asked  that  the  timeline 
be  further  accelerated,  if  possible. 

In  response  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor,  General  Manager  (GM)  Kelly  stated 
that  the  search  for  a CleanPowerSF  program  director  is  in  process,  and  the 
project  team  continues  their  work.  He  stated  the  timeline  is  realistic  and  that 
whenever  possible,  it  will  be  accelerated. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  on  staffing, 
including  vacancies,  responsibilities,  and  funding. 

In  response  to  a follow-up  question,  Ms.  Hale  stated  that  a detailed  program 
design  will  be  brought  back  to  the  Commission  in  mid-April,  with  the  final 
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program  and  rates  approval  in  late  October.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 
Commissioner  Moran  noted  the  need  for  transparency  on  the  risk  analysis  and 
on  the  timeline.  He  requested  that  the  timeline  emphasize  when  the  Commission 
action  on  items  will  be  need.  Ms.  Hale  stated  she  would  add  that,  and  also 
include  when  outside  entities  need  to  make  Program  decisions. 

President  Caen  thanked  Ms.  Hale  and  staff  for  the  work  on  the  revised  timeline. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  agreed  with  the  new  timeline.  He  requested  that  the 
RFO  draft  be  done  as  soon  as  possible.  He  asked  that  regular  updates  be 
scheduled  and  that  labor  is  engaged  early  on. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Green  Party/Our  City  San  Francisco/Clean 
Energy  Advocates,  expressed  pleasure  with  the  revised  timeline.  He 
requested  that  Kim  Malcolm  be  hired.  He  indicated  that  advocates  want  final 
rates  and  asked  that  the  not-to-exceed  rates  be  set  immediately. 

GM  Kelly  briefly  discussed  the  challenge  of  setting  the  “dark  green”  rate.  Ms. 

Hale  noted  the  not-to-exceed  rates  must  go  before  the  Rate  Fairness  Board,  and 
the  schedule  reflects  the  need  to  complete  the  Rate  Fairness  Board  process. 

• Mr.  Zachary  Rowe,  SFSU  student,  expressed  his  desire  to  set  rates  and 
launch  the  Program. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350  San  Francisco,  thanked  staff  for  the  timeline.  He  noted 
potential  areas  where  time  can  be  shaved  off  the  process  and  discussed  the 
timeline  through  May  10th,  when  PG&E  will  make  public  its  rates  for  a green 
tariff  offering.  He  suggested  communications  with  potential  customers  should 
occur  at  that  time. 

• Ms.  Jess  Dervin-Ackerman,  Sierra  Club  Bay  Chapter  Club,  thanked  everyone 
for  their  work  on  the  timeline.  She  requested  the  CleanPowerSF  page  on  the 
SFPUC  website  be  reinstated,  including  the  ability  to  sign-up.  She  asked  that 
stakeholders  be  involved  in  the  process. 

VP  Vietor  requested  that  the  CleanPowerSF  page  be  updated. 

a)  Drought  Update 

Ms.  Ellen  Levin,  Deputy  Director,  Water  Enterprise,  provided  a drought  update. 
She  noted  system  reservoir  storage  levels  and  indicated  that  the  water  bank  has 
dropped  slightly.  She  reviewed  cumulative  precipitation;  Snowpack;  Tuolumne 
River  water  available  to  the  City;  Total  deliveries;  Total  system  water  savings; 
Upcountry  six-station  precipitation  index;  and  Bay  Area  seven-station 
precipitation  index.  She  updated  the  Commission  on  the  customer  leak 
notification  process.  She  reviewed  an  ad  campaign,  which  was  released  to 
BAWSCA  and  wholesale  customers,  and  provided  a brief  conclusion. 

c)  Fund  Balance  Policy  Report 
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Mr.  Charles  Perl,  Deputy  CFO,  Introduced  the  item.  He  discussed  the  history  of 
the  Fund  Balance  Reserve  Policy  and  noted  the  requirements  of  Fund  Balance 
reserves.  He  reviewed  Policy  objectives  and  progress.  He  discussed  future 
considerations,  including  increasing  reserves  for  uncertainties,  noting  that  no 
immediate  Commission  action  was  being  requested. 

Mr.  Perl  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  on  the  resen/e  ratio 
and  timing  of  potential  changes.  Brief  discussion  ensued.  Mr.  Perl  stated  that  at 
some  point,  he  may  request  that  the  current  ratio  be  added  to  the  Policy. 

Public  Comment 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Water  Pipeline  Assessment 

Public  Comment 
None. 

7.  Urban  Agriculture  Pilot  Program  Update 

Ms.  Juliet  Ellis,  AGM,  External  Affairs,  introduced  the  item.  She  briefly  discussed  the 
Program’s  history  and  goals.  She  introduced  Ms.  Yolanda  Manzone  who  provided  a 
Program  update. 

Vice  President  Vietor  thanked  Ms.  Ellis  for  her  work. 

Vice  President  Vietor  was  excused  from  the  meeting  and  departed  at  2:45  PM. 

Ms.  Manzone  discussed  the  Program’s  implementation  approach  and  identified  three 
urban  agriculture  sites:  College  Hill  Reservoir.  Crocker  Amazon,  and  Southeast 
Treatment  Plant.  She  discussed  the  curriculum  that  was  designed  the  Project,  noting 
the  community  involvement  in  the  site  and  curriculum  design.  She  discussed  the 
Southeast  Treatment  Plant  site,  discussing  the  Bayview  Garden  Supply  Pop-ups 
which  involve  local  youth.  She  discussed  the  Crocker  Amazon  tract  and  partnership 
with  PODER  on  the  Project.  Ms.  Manzone  concluded  by  discussing  next  steps. 

Ms.  Manzone  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  regarding  the  Bayview 
site’s  distribution  of  mulch. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Keith  Tanner,  San  Francisco  Urban  Agriculture  Alliance,  expressed  support 
for  the  Urban  Agriculture  Program. 

• Ms.  Hannah  Schulman,  Urban  Program  Ag  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park 
Department,  expressed  support  for  the  Program. 
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• Teresa  Almaguer,  Youth  Program  Director,  PODER,  expressed  her  thanks  for 
the  ability  for  PODER  to  partner  with  the  SFPUC  on  the  Program. 

• Peter  Brastow,  Biodiversity  Manager,  Department  of  the  Environment,  expressed 
his  support  for  the  Program. 

8.  CONSENT  CALENDAR 

a)  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-297A-D.  As-Needed  Construction  Management 
Services,  to  Avila  Associates  (CS-297A),  CPM-Alta  JV  (CS-297B),  ECS  Inc.  (CS- 
2970.  and  MCK  Associates  (CS-297D),  to  provide  construction  management 
services  on  an  as-needed  basis:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  four  professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not-to- 
exceed  $4.000,000  and  with  a duration  of  five  years.  (Resolution  15-0042) 

b)  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-894,  Pipeline  Condition 
Assessment  Services,  with  CH2MHill  to  provide  additional  evaluation  of  Hetch 
Hetchv  Water  & Power  pipeline  facilities,  including  but  not  limited  to  evaluation 
through  direct  examination,  fitness  for  life  investigations  and  pipeline  system 
rehabilitation  plans,  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment  with  a time  extension  up  to  one  year  and  three  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  eight  years  and  three  months,  with  no  change  to  the 
agreement  amount.  (Resolution  15-0043) 

c)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  advertise  and  to  reguest  Qualifications  and 
subseguent  reguest  for  proposals  for  Agreement  No.  DB-126,  Wastewater 
Enterprise  Distributed  Control  System  Upgrades,  to  design  and  construct  a 
robust,  reliable,  and  secure  wastewater  process  control  system  for  the 
Wastewater  Enterprise  facilities,  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $51,000,000  and 
with  a duration  of  15  years:  Receive  proposals  for  design  build  agreement; 
Conduct  a selection  process  to  identify  the  best  Qualified  firm  to  provide  design 
build  services:  and  negotiate  a design  build  agreement.  (Resolution  15-0051) 

d)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  cost  contingency  for  Contract  HH-976, 
Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work  with  Trinet  Construction  Inc.,  in  the 
amount  of  $80,760:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve  future 
modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  up  to  $922,976. 
(Resolution  15-0044) 

e)  Award  Contract  No.  JOC-55.  Electrical  (C-10  License).  Governor  and  Exciter 
Systems  for  Hetch  Hetchv  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  for  a not-to-exceed 
amount  of  $5.000.000  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder. 
System  3.  Inc.,  to  perform  specialty  high-voltage  electrical  work  for  Hetch  Hetchv 
Operations.  (Resolution  15-0045) 

f)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Trinet  Construction.  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2695, 
Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  - New  Cisterns  A:  Approve  Modification  No.  3 
(Final),  decreasing  the  contract  bv  $97.963.  to  reconcile  final  payment  items  to 
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reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance  bid  items,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $3,91 3,761 , and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  501 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  16  months);  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0046) 

g)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for  Contract 
No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digesters  Class  A 
Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements,  with  Shimmick  Construction  Company 
Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  $680,000;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his 
designee,  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised 
contract  amount  not-to-exceed  $18.427,366.  (Resolution  15-0047) 

h)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-510R, 

Schwerin  Street  Sewer  System  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $3.844,353,  to 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction,  to 
install  a new  wet  weather  sewer  and  to  replace  existing  sewers  on  the  subject 
street  in  San  Francisco.  (Resolution  15-0048) 

i)  Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipeline  for  Contract  No,  WW-560,  As-Needed 
Main  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the 
contract  by  $151 ,605,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,959,880,  and  with  a time 
extension  of  130  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  four  months),  for  a 
total  contract  duration  of  530  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year, 
five  months):  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0049) 

j)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a five-year  revocable  license  with  the  Tuolumne  County  Sheriff’s  Office  to  use 
approximately  247  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  187-1  located  in  unincorporated 
Tuolumne  County,  California  for  its  personal  communications  services  facility,  with 
no  use  fee.  (Resolution  15-0050) 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  that  item  8c  be  removed. 

Public  Comment 
None. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  Consent  items  8a,  8b,  and  8d  through  8j: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

With  regard  to  item  8c,  Commissioner  Moran  expressed  support  for  the  project 
but  noted  concerns  with  the  contract  amount.  He  requested  that  as  contract 
proceeds,  staff  returns  with  a final  project  budget. 

Public  Comment 
None. 
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On  Motion  to  Approve  Consent  items  8c: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

9.  Approve  the  selection  of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  and  award  Agreement  No.  CS- 
1010(G).  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Grant  Program,  to  provide  program  and  project 
management  services  for  the  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Program;  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $80,000,  and  with  a duration  of  one  year,  with  an  option  to  renew  the  grant 
up  to  two  years,  subject  to  Commission  approval.  (Resolution  15-0052) 

Public  Comment 
None. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  Item  9: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

10.  Approve  a revenue-generating  program  to  license  existing  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  street  light  conduits  for  the  installation  of  wiring  to  support 
outdoor  distributed  antenna  systems  by  telecommunications  carriers  using  licensed 
spectrum  and  third-party  hosts  certificated  by  the  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission;  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager 
to  execute  Conduit  Licenses  for  SFPUC  Conduit  at  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  poles  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  as 
vet-to-be  determined  telecommunications  carriers  and  approve  the  form  of  the 
Conduit  License;  and  approve  an  amendment  to  the  2015  SFPUC  Real  Estate 
Guidelines  to  address  a delegation  of  authority  for  the  Street  Light  Conduit  License 
Program  to  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee.  (Resolution  15-0053) 

Public  Comment 
None. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  Item  10: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

11.  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-918.  New  Irvington  Tunnel 
Project,  Construction  Management  Services,  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald,  to 
continue  providing  construction  management  services  for  the  construction  of  the 
tunnel:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing 
the  agreement  bv  $2,000,000.  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$19.500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of 
seven  years,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter 
Section  9.1 18.  (Resolution  15-0054) 

Public  Comment 
None. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  Item  1 1: 
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Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  items  12  and  13  together. 

12.  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-91 1R,  Construction  Management 
Service.  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  Black  and  Veatch  Corporation, 
to  provide  ongoing  construction  management  support  during  construction  and  close- 
out of  the  project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $30,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $68,000,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up  to  two  years,  10 
months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  10  months,  subject  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

(Resolution  15-0055) 

13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  2-A  to  Agreement  No.  CS-91 1 R,  Construction 
Management  Service.  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  Black  and  Veatch 
Corporation,  to  provide  ongoing  construction  management  (CM)  support  for  a brief 
interim  period  (less  than  one  month),  to  avoid  disruption  to  CM  services  while 
Amendment  2 is  under  review  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by 
$500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $38,500,000. 

(Resolution  15-0056) 

Mr.  Emilio  Cruz,  AGM  Infrastructure,  provided  background  on  the  items  and 
discussed  the  request  for  the  agreements’  time  extensions  and  cost  increases. 

Commissioner  Courtney  expressed  his  desire  to  have  Black  and  Veatch  see  the 
project  through. 

President  Caen  asked  for  clarification  on  the  requested  increase  of  the  contract 
amount,  along  with  information  on  the  percentage  of  the  project  completion,  which 
AGM  Cruz  provided. 

Public  Comment 
None. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  Items  12  and  13: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

14.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

15.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  Assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 
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The  Commission  Secretary  read  items  16  and  17,  and  stated  that  items  18  through  27 
would  not  be  heard. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3:21  PM. 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)(1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)(1) 
Existing  Unlitiqated  Claim: 

Tim  Barrett  and  Jennifer  Barrett  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  14-01475 
Date  Filed:  January  9,  2014 
(Resolution  15-0057) 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Santosh  Kahlo  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-533906 
Date  Filed:  August  29,  2013 
(Resolution  15-0058) 

Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  a settlement  was  reached  on  items  17  and  18,  and 
that  no  other  action  was  taken. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  3:25  PM. 

President  Caen  stated  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  16  and  1 7. 

28.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  Not  to  Disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney  and  Moran 

29.  Other  new  business. 

President  Courtney  requested  that  conversations  regarding  pre-apprentice 
programs  continue  and  that  the  item  be  placed  on  a future  agenda.  He  also 
requested  that  discussions  related  to  Integrated  Pest  Management,  which  began 
with  the  2014  joint  SFPUC  meeting  with  the  Department  on  the  Environment,  also 
continue. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  3:41  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0042 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  requires 
construction  management  expertise  to  manage  upcoming  SFPUC  construction  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  construction  management 
consultants  to  provide  as-needed  construction  management  services  to  supplement  and  augment 
SFPUC  construction  management  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000  per  agreement, 
with  a cumulative  total  of  $16,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  March  2015  and  end  in  March  2020,  for 
a not-to-exceed  duration  of  5 years  per  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  (RFP)  was  advertised  on  October  3,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Avila  Associates,  CPM-Alta  JV,  ECS,  Inc.,  and  MCK 
Associates  as  the  four  highest  ranked  consulting  firms;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  sub-consulting  goal  of  15%  Local  Business  Enterprise  participation 
(of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  these  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  these  agreements  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreements  from  individual  projects;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Avila  Associates 
(Avila),  CPM-Alta  JV  (CPM-A),  ECS  Inc.  (ECS),  and  MCK  Associates  (MCK);  awards  project- 
funded  Agreement  Nos.  CS-297.A-D,  As-Needed  Construction  Management  Services,  to  Avila 
(CS-297.A),  CPM-A  (CS-297.B),  ECS  (CS-297.C),  and  MCK  (CS-297.D),  to  provide 
construction  management  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of 
the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  four  professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $4,000,000  and  a duration  of  five  years;;  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not 


successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 

(f  JcOn/UL  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0043 


WHEREAS,  On  December  11,  2007,  this  Commission  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-894, 
Pipeline  Condition  Assessment  Services,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement  in  the  amount  of  $3,550,000,  and  with  a term  of  five  years,  with  CH2M  Hill;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  approved  on  December  21,  2009  for  $3,1 10,000, 
increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $6,660,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two 
years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years,  in  order  to  complete  condition  assessment, 
design,  and  construction  support  of  the  water  conveyance  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  by  one  year 
and  three  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  three  months,  in  order  to  provide 
engineering  support  during  construction  of  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  at  Cashman  Creek 
Replacement  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  subconsulting  goal  of  14%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided  has  been  established  for  this 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
(HHWP)  Capital  budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  Water 
Enterprise,  HHWP  Capital  budget-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-894,  Pipeline  Condition 
Assessment  Services,  with  CH2M  Hill;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to 
execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  agreement  up  to  one  year  and  three  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  three  months,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  amount. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0044 


WHEREAS,  On  September  23,  2014,  per  Resolution  No.  14-0142,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Contract  No.  HH-976,  Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work,  to 
Trinet  Construction  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  November  18, 
2014; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $765,651  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  122  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increases  in  contract  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  be  approved  by  the 
Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  City  inspection  of  the  Coast  Range  Tunnel  was  delayed  by  a failure  of  the 
City  installed  communication  system  required  for  safety  and  the  tunnel  ventilation  system 
needed  to  be  maintained  and  monitored  continuously  and  the  security  guards  for  the  tunnel 
portals  needed  to  be  onsite  for  the  extended  duration  of  the  inspection;  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  currently  no  approved  cost  modifications.  However,  pending  and 
potential  change  orders,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders,  would  exceed  the  pre-approved 
10%  construction  cost  contingency;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  subcontracting  goal  of  12.1%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  was  committed  to  by  Contractor  within  their  bid 
submittal  documents;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUH10004  Coast  Range  Tunnel 
Assessment;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $80,760  for  HSIP-funded  Construction  Contract  HH-976  - 
Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work,  with  Trinet  Construction,  Inc.,  for  a total 
contingency  amount  of  $157,325;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  contract  amount  for  up 
to  $922,976. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0045 


WHEREAS,  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Job  Order  Contract  (JOC),  Electrical  (C-10  License) 
for  Hetch  Hetchy,  was  advertised  on  November  1,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  not-to-exceed  amount  is  $5,000,000  with  a guaranteed  minimum 
amount  of  $50,000  for  this  construction  contract  to  accomplish  electrical  work  for  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  Hetch  Hetchy  Enterprise  Operations  in  East  San  Joaquin, 
East  Stanislaus,  and  Tuolumne  Counties,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  three  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  authorizes  award  of  this  JOC  for  work  to  be  performed 
under  future  task  orders,  which  will  identify  the  scope  of  work,  cost,  and  duration  of  various 
discrete  construction  activities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Approval  of  the  proposed  contract  by  this  Commission  would  not  fall  within 
the  definition  of  a “project”  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines 
Section  15378  and  approval  of  individual  task  orders  under  this  contract  would  require 
compliance  with  CEQA  prior  to  initiation  of  ground-disturbing  activities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  work  under  this  JOC  has  been  competitively  bid  per  unit  price  and  this 
contractor  is  the  lowest  responsible,  responsive  bidder  for  the  work  under  these  subsequent  task 
orders;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  December  1 1 , 2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  review  of  the  bid  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  and 
responsiveness  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  System  3,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder  eligible  for  award  of  JOC-55,  Job  Order  Contract  (JOC), 
Electrical  (C-10  License),  Governor  & Exciter  Systems  for  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  Hetch 
Hetchy;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Award  Criteria  Figure  from  System  3,  Inc.  was  1.4500;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a subcontracting  goal 
of  6%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor 
committed  to  utilize  an  LBE  participation  goal  of  7.1%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at 
the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  60  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at 
the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  will  be  available  from  various  SFPUC  Enterprise  Funds  when  Task 
Orders  are  issued;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Project  Manual  and 
Construction  Task  Catalog  ® and  awards  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Job  Order  Contract,  Electrical 
(C-10  License),  Governor  & Exciter  Systems  for  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  Hetch  Hetchy,  for 
a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $5,000,000  with  minimum  guaranteed  amount  of  $50,000  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  System  3,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0046 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency 
Response  Bond  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2695,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System 
(AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  A,  by  the  contractor,  Trinet  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  14,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0064,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2695,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  (AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  A,  in  the 
amount  of  $3,868,900,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Trinet 
Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  July  15,  2013, 
with  an  original  schedule  of  480  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was  completed 
in  495  consecutive  calendar  days  on  November  27,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $3,868,900  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  480  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1-2  were  issued  for  $142,824  and  a time  extension  of  21 
consecutive  calendar  days  to  address  unforeseen  and  differing  site  conditions,  and  various 
additional  structural,  civil  and  street  paving  changes,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to 
$4,01 1,724,  and  extending  the  contract  duration  to  501  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 (final)  is  being  requested  for  ($97,963)  to  reconcile  final 
payment  items  to  reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance  bid  items,  and  will 
decrease  the  contract  amount  to  $3,913,761;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  made 
a good  faith  effort  to  substantially  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subcontracting  goal  of  22.7%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  22.2%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUWAWSAW07,  Cisterns 
Construction  #2;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Trinet 
Construction,  Inc.  for  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency  Response  Bond  Program-funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2695,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  - New  Cisterns  A;  approves 
Modification  No.  3 (Final)  to  decrease  the  contract  amount  by  $97,963,  for  a total  contract 
amount  of  $3,913,761  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  501  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0047 


WHEREAS,  On  July  24,  2014,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0131,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Contract  No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  620  Digesters 
SBR  TPAD  Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements,  to  Shimmick  Construction  Company  Inc.; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  30, 
2012; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $15,373,000  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  720  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  encountered  unanticipated  extensive  corrosion  on  the  Digester 
tanks,  struvite  removal  and  cleaning  work,  upgrades  to  instrumentation  and  control  panels  and 
potential  direct  costs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1-7  were  issued  for  $2,070,508  for  emergency  flare 
repairs,  upgrades  of  the  mechanical  and  electrical  system,  repairs  of  corroded  structural  supports 
and  their  coatings,  and  repairs  of  unforeseen  corrosion  work  to  make  the  digesters  compliant 
with  API  regulations,  increasing  the  total  contract  amount  to  $17,747,366  and  increasing  the 
contract  duration  by  70  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  790  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $680,000  is 
being  requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of  modifications,  if 
appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  be  approved  by  the  Commission; 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a 14%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  goal  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CENMSCIC39,  OSP  620  Digesters 
SBR  TPAD  Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
cost  contingency  for  the  WWE,  CIP-funded  Contract  No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  620  Digesters  SBR  TPAD  Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements,  in  the  amount 
of  $680,000  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of  $3,054,366;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider  and,  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  total 
contract  amount  not  to  exceed  $18,427,366. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


/in 
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Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0048 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program 
(SSIP)  funded  Contract  No.  WW-510R,  Schwerin  Street  Sewer  System  Improvement  was 
advertised  on  October  9,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $6,982,500  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$4,250,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  install  an  auxiliary  wet  weather  and  replace 
local  sewers  on  Schwerin  Street  from  Sunnydale  Avenue  to  Kelloch  Avenue;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  270  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  A mitigated  negative  declaration  (MND)  was  prepared  for  this  Project  and 
the  Final  MND  (FMND)  was  approved  by  the  Planning  Department  on  April  8,  2010  by  Motion 
No.  2009.03 11E;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  11,  2010,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC), 
by  Resolution  No.  10-0082,  approved  the  Project  and  adopted  findings  (CEQA  findings)  and  a 
Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  as  required  by  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA);  and 

WHEREAS,  Six  (6)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  November  20,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids 
for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in 
the  establishment  of  JMB  Construction  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a 10%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting 
goal  for  this  project  and  the  contractor  committed  to  utilize  a 14.24%  LBE  participation  with  its 
bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Wastewater  SSIP  Project  No.  CWWSIPCS00, 
Collection  System  Improvements;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  SSIP-funded  Contract  No.  WW-510R,  Schwerin  Street  Sewer  System 
Improvement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,844,353,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  JMB  Construction. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


n 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0049 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-560,  As-Needed  Main 
Sewer  Replacement  (BSSR  Paving  Spring  2013),  by  the  contractor,  Shaw  Pipeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  22,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0016,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-560,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement  (BSSR  Paving  Spring  2013),  in 
the  amount  of  $2,775,550,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw 
Pipeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  April  8,  2013, 
with  an  original  schedule  of  365  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  530  consecutive  calendar  days  on  September  19,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,775,550,  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  365  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $32,725  to  perform  surveying  and 
monitoring  of  an  existing  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  (AWSS)  pipeline  during  sewer 
replacement  work,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $2,808,275,  and  increasing  the  contract 
duration  by  35  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  400  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 (Final)  is  being  requested  for  $151,605  to  account  for 
actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  the  contract  work  under  bid  item 
allowances,  and  will  increase  the  contract  amount  to  $2,959,880  and  with  a time  extension  of 
130  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  530  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  determined  that  the 
contractor  complied  with  its  LBE  subcontracting  goal  of  8.37%  by  achieving  a final  LBE 
participation  of  8.48%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS69,  As-Needed  Main 
Sewer  Replacement  (BSSR  Paving  Spring  2013);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipeline 
for  WWE  R&R  Program- funded  Contract  No.  WW-560,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement 
(BSSR  Paving  Spring  2013),  and  approves  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by 
$151,605,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,959,880,  and  with  a time  extension  of  130 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  530  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0050 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
designated  as  SFPUC  Parcel  187-1  in  unincorporated  Tuolumne  County,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  maintains  the  Moccasin  Peak  Radio  Site,  also  known  as  the 
Moccasin  Peak  Radio  Station,  on  a portion  of  SFPUC  Parcel  187-1;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Tuolumne  County  Sheriffs  Office  (Licensee)  is  a public  agency  that 
provides  24-hour  emergency  and  nonemergency  services  and  acts  as  the  first  responder  to 
security  threats  in  Tuolumne  County;  and 

WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  (HHWP)  and  Licensee  have  a mutually 
beneficial,  cooperative  relationship  that  especially  supported  HHWP  during  the  recent  RIM  Fire 
when  interagency  communication  was  essential;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  desires  to  obtain  a five-year  revocable  license  (License)  to  operate 
its  personal  communications  services  facility  (Facility)  on  approximately  247  square  feet  of 
SFPUC  Parcel  187-l(Premises);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  the  License;  and 

WHEREAS,  Because  Licensee  is  a public  agency  and  the  Facility  benefits  the  SFPUC’s 
utility  needs,  SFPUC  will  not  charge  a use  fee  pursuant  to  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines 
approved  by  the  this  Commission  on  January  13,  2015;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes  all  actions 
heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  this  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  License,  and  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  License; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  and  advisable  to  reflect  changes  in  all  applicable  laws;  are 
necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the  License  or  this  resolution;  and 
are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 

A 

$\ur/viA--  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0051 


WHEREAS,  Due  to  the  unique  complexities  of  the  design,  manufacturing  and  installation 
required  for  Agreement  No.  DB-126  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE)  Distributed  Control  System 
(DCS)  Upgrades,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  determined  that  using 
a Design-Build  approach  for  the  project  delivery  would  achieve  cost  savings  and  time 
efficiencies,  and  is  in  the  public’s  best  interest;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  a qualified  firm  to  provide 
specialized  design  build  services  to  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  purpose  of  the  project  is  to  design,  construct,  and  maintain  a robust, 
reliable,  and  secure  wastewater  process  control  system  for  the  entire  Wastewater  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  the  design-build  agreement  is  $51,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  design,  manufacturing,  installation,  and  maintenance  of  a major  DCS 
upgrade  requires  many  years  of  implementation,  as  it  will  impact  other  SSIP  improvement 
projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  contract  duration  is  15  years  from  Notice-To-Proceed  to 
completion;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD),  in  consultation  with  the  Contract 
Administration  Bureau  (CAB),  will  establish  the  appropriate  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subcontracting  goal  prior  to  the  advertisement  of  the  design-build  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  60  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  Sewer  System  Improvement 
Program  funds;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  advertise  and  to  request  proposals  for  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program-funded 
Agreement  No.  DB-126,  WWE  DCS  Upgrades,  a design-build  agreement  (DBA)  to  design, 
construct  and  maintain  a robust,  reliable,  and  secure  wastewater  process  control  system  for  the 
entire  WWE,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $51,000,000  and  with  a duration  of  15  years;  receive 
proposals  for  said  design-build  agreement;  conduct  a selection  process  to  identify  the  best 
qualified  firm  to  provide  design  build  services;  and  negotiate  a DBA. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0052 


WHEREAS,  City  of  San  Francisco  District  4 Supervisor  Katy  Tang  approached  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  request  a partnership  in  the  development  and 
implementation  of  the  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Program  is  designed  to  give  District  4 
residents  the  opportunity  to  transform  their  front  yards  in  order  to  provide  permeable  surfaces 
that  will  take  pressure  off  the  City’s  combined  sewer  system,  enhance  the  pedestrian  experience, 
encourage  community  cohesion,  and  educate  residents  about  horticulture  and  stormwater 
management;  and 

WHEREAS,  One  of  the  goals  of  the  SFPUC’s  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  is  to 
integrate  green  and  grey  infrastructure  to  manage  stormwater;  and 

WHEREAS,  Increasing  permeable  surfaces  in  District  4 is  of  particular  interest  to  the 
SFPUC,  as  this  district  is  one  of  the  biggest  contributors  of  stormwater  runoff  in  the  City,  due  to 
the  prevalence  of  paved-over  front  yards;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  action  does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  Guidelines  Section  15378;  individual  properties  that  would  be  selected  for  the 
Ambassadors  Program  and  improvements  funded  under  the  subject  grant  have  not  been 
identified  at  this  time;  issuance  of  necessary  permits  for  the  individual  projects,  including 
permits  issued  by  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection,  would  require  compliance  with  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  budgeted  $380,000  from  add-back  funding  for  permeable 
paving  and  other  stormwater  management  grant  programs  in  FY  2014-2015,  of  which  $80,000  is 
allocated  to  provide  program  and  project  management  support  for  the  Front  Yard  Ambassadors 
Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Following  a competitive  solicitation  process,  SFPUC  staff  recommend 
awarding  the  grant  for  the  project  and  program  manager  of  the  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Program 
to  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  a qualified  non-profit  community  based  organization;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Friends  of  the 
Urban  Forest;  awards  Agreement  No.  CS-1010(G),  Front  Yard  Ambassadors  Program  Grant,  to 
provide  project  and  program  management  support  services;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a grant  agreement  with  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  for  an 
amount  not-to-exceed  $80,000  and  a duration  of  one  (1)  year,  with  an  option  to  extend  the 
agreement  two  (2)  additional  years. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0053 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC),  pursuant  to  San 
Francisco  Charter  Section  4.112,  has  the  “exclusive  charge  of  the  construction,  management, 
supervision,  maintenance,  extension,  expansion,  operation,  use  and  control  of  all  water,  clean 
water  and  energy  supplies  and  utilities  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  as  well  as 
the  real,  personal  and  financial  assets,  that  are  under  the  Commission's  jurisdiction  or  assigned  to 
the  Commission  under  Section  4.132,”  as  provided  in  San  Francisco  Charter  Section  8B121;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  25.6,  the  SFPUC  has  the 
authority  to  determine  the  intensity  of  illumination,  number  and  spacing  of  lighting  facilities,  and 
other  details  necessary  to  secure  satisfactory  street  lighting;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA)  owns  utility 
poles  to  support  transit  overhead  traction  power  cables  (each,  an  SFMTA  Pole)  in  San  Francisco, 
California,  many  of  which  are  suitable  sites  for  installing  Equipment  to  enhance  wireless 
telecommunications  services  in  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Private  interests  for  profit  seek  access  to  SFMTA  poles  for  installation  of 
Distributed  Antenna  Systems  (DAS);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  provides  power  to  SFMTA  Poles;  and  the  SFPUC  owns  the 
conduit  serving  SFMTA  Poles  (SFPUC  Conduit);  and 

WHEREAS,  Private  interests  for  profit  seek  access  to  SFPUC  Conduit  for  installation  of 
DAS;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  in  the  joint  interests  of  the  SFPUC  Power  Enterprise  and  the  SFMTA  to 
implement  a conduit  licensing  program  (Street  Light  Conduit  License  Program)  that  protects 
street  light  infrastructure;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  undertaken  development  of  the  proposed  Form  of  Conduit 
License  for  SFPUC  Conduit  at  SFMTA  Poles;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  a duly  appointed  General  Manager  and  pursuant  to  San 
Francisco  Charter  Section  4.126,  the  General  Manager  is  responsible  for  the  administration  and 
management  of  the  department;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  Real  Estate  Services  Division  (RES)  among  other  things, 
manages  real  property  under  the  SFPUC’s  jurisdiction  having  income-producing  potential;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  13,  2012  by  Resolution  No.  12-0043,  this  Commission  approved 
the  Real  Estate  Services  Guidelines  (2012  Guidelines)  which  serve  as  a high-level  manual  that 
focuses  on  critical  policy  objectives  governing  the  use  of  certain  SFPUC  lands;  and 

WHEREAS,  Resolution  No.  12-0043  contemplated  that  the  SFPUC  Real  Estate  Director 
would  ask  this  Commission  to  amend  the  2012  Guidelines  from  time  to  time;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  13,  2015by  Resolution  No.  15-0014,  this  Commission  approved 
revised  Real  Estate  Services  Guidelines  (2015  Guidelines);  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Street  Light  Conduit  License  Program  constitutes  a change  in  SFPUC 
policy;  and 

WHEREAS,  RES  desires  to  amend  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines  to  approve  a 
delegation  of  authority  to  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  execute  Conduit  Licenses, 
using  the  approved  form  of  Conduit  License,  each  for  a term  that  is  co-terminus  with  the  with  the 
associated  SFMTA  Pole  License,  not  to  exceed  nine  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department  will  conduct  environmental  review  for  issuance 
of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  permits  and  the  SFPUC  licenses  will  not  be  issued  until  the 
Planning  Department  completes  CEQA  review  for  each  facility;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
SFPUC  Power  Enterprise  revenue-generating  program  to  license  existing  SFPUC  street  light 
conduits  for  Outdoor  Distributed  Antenna  System  (DAS)  carrier  use,  including  the  Conduit 
License  form  and  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  execute  Conduit 
Licenses  between  the  City,  as  licensor  and  as  yet  to  be  determined  telecommunications  carriers, 
as  licensees;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
to  enter  into  any  other  amendments  or  modifications  to  a Conduit  License  that  the  General 
Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City; 
do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  City  or  materially  diminish  the 
benefits  to  the  City,  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
Conduit  License  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the 
City  Charter. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0054 


WHEREAS,  On  June  23,  2009,  this  Commission  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-918,  New 
Irvington  Tunnel  (NIT)  Project  - Construction  Management  Services,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $15,000,000,  and  with  a term  of  five  years, 
concluding  on  July  31,  2014,  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  approved  on  July  12,  2011  for  $2,500,000, 
increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $17,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one 
year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years,  in  order  to  provide  quality  assurance  inspections 
and  related  construction  phase  service  for  the  addition  of  15,000  linear  feet  of  new  welded  steel 
pipe  liner  for  the  tunnel;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 is  being  requested  to  increase  the  agreement  by 
$2,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $19,500,000,  and  to  extend  the 
agreement  term  by  one  year  , for  a total  agreement  durations  of  seven  years,  in  order  to  continue 
providing  consultant  construction  management  services  for  the  construction  of  the  tunnel  during 
final  construction  and  closeout  of  the  NIT  project,  and  to  provide  additional  quality  assurance 
inspection  for  the  extended  construction  schedule;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub-consulting  goal  of  18.2%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  participation  of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided  has  been 
established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW35901  - New 
Irvington  Tunnel;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-918,  New  Irvington  Tunnel  Project  - Construction  Management  Services,  with  Hatch 
Mott  MacDonald,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  by  $2,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$19,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven 
years,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0055 


WHEREAS,  On  June  8,  2010,  per  Resolution  No.  10-0096,  this  Commission  awarded 
Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  Construction  Management  (CM)  Services  - Calaveras  Dam 
Replacement  Project,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount 
of  $38,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  five  years  and  six  months,  concluding  on  February  2, 
2016,  with  Black  and  Veatch  Corporation,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors’  approval  pursuant  to 
Charter  section  9.1 18;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  12,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0114,  this  Commission  awarded 
Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  to  extend  the  agreement  duration  by  six  months 
for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years,  and  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  value,  to  provide 
continued  construction  management  services  through  the  end  of  the  close-out  period  to  the 
Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project  in  accordance  with  the  project  schedule  at  that  time;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 is  being  requested  to  increase  the  agreement  amount  by 
$30,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $68,000,000,  and  to  extend  the 
agreement  term  by  two  years,  10  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  10 
months,  concluding  on  May  24,  2019,  in  order  to  provide  continued  construction  management 
support  during  the  extended  duration  of  construction  of  the  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a subconsulting  goal  of  14% 
Local  Business  Enterprise  participation  of  the  total  labor  value  of  the  services  to  be  provided, 
excluding  specialized  natural  occurring  asbestos  compliance  monitoring  and  advisory  services; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  CUW37401  - Calaveras 
Dam  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  Water 
Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  Construction 
Management  (CM)  Services  - Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  Black  and  Veatch 
Corporation,  to  provide  construction  management  services  through  the  end  of  the  close-out 
period  of  the  project;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute 
Amendment  No.  2,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $30,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $68,000,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years,  10  months,  for  a total  agreement 
duration  of  eight  years,  10  months,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter 
Section  9.1 18. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0056 

WHEREAS,  On  June  8,  2010,  per  Resolution  No.  10-0096,  this  Commission  awarded 
Agreement  No.  CS-911R,  Construction  Management  (CM)  Services  - Calaveras  Dam 
Replacement  Project,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount 
of  $38,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  five  years  and  six  months,  concluding  on  February  2, 
2016,  with  Black  and  Veatch  Corporation,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors’  approval  pursuant  to 
Charter  section  9. 1 18;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  12,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0114,  this  Commission  awarded 
Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-91 1R,  to  extend  the  agreement  duration  by  six  months 
for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years,  and  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  value,  to  provide 
continued  construction  management  services  through  the  end  of  the  close-out  period  to  the 
Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project  in  accordance  with  the  project  schedule  at  that  time;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2-A  is  being  requested  to  increase  the  agreement  amount 
by  $500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $38,500,000,  in  order  to  provide 
continued  construction  management  (CM)  support  for  a brief  interim  period  (less  than  1 month) 
to  avoid  any  disruption  to  CM  services  while  Amendment  2 is  under  review  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a subconsulting  goal  of  14% 
Local  Business  Enterprise  participation  of  the  total  labor  value  of  the  services  to  be  provided, 
excluding  specialized  natural  occurring  asbestos  compliance  monitoring  and  advisory  services; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  CUW37401  - Calaveras 
Dam  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2-A  to  Water 
Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-91 1R,  Construction 
Management  (CM)  Services  - Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  Black  and  Veatch 
Corporation,  to  provide  continued  construction  management  (CM)  support  for  a brief  interim 
period  (less  than  1 month)  to  avoid  any  disruption  to  CM  services  while  Amendment  2 is  under 
review  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to 
execute  Amendment  No.  2-A,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $38,500,000. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  February  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


> 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  March  10,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Flail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine’ Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Flays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  FHaight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.ora.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help’to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.om  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance" ( Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100-  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  timeframe  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall  1 Dr 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-plannina.org/index.asox?paae=3447.Unrter  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  February  24,  2015 

4.  General  Public  Comment 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  2014  Wastewater  Enterprise  Biosolids  Management  System  Annual  Report 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Levin) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  12th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

8.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  JOC-44,  General  Building  (B-License),  for  San 
Francisco/Peninsula/East  Bay,  with  GECMS,  Inc.,  dba  Giron  Construction,  to 
ot  . perform  general  building  and  construction  tasks  for  all  SFPUC  Enterprise 
^ Operations  and  Bureaus,  increasing  the  contract  by  $500,000,  for  a total 
cd  contract  amount  of  $1 ,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  365  consecutive 
m calendar  days  (one  year),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1 095  consecutive 
calendar  days  (approximately  three  years).  (Cruz) 
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b)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  Award  Contract  No.  WD-2750  Site 
Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  in  the  amount  of  $9,210,716,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Engineering/Remediation  Resources 
Group,  Inc.  The  contractor  will  excavate  and  off  haul  approximately  46,500  cubic 
yards  of  contaminated  soils,  replace  the  excavated  soils  with  clean  fill,  and  restore 
the  site  to  its  original  grade.  Following  completion  of  earthwork,  the  contractor 
shall  install  new  fencing  and  gates,  re-vegetate  the  site,  and  construct  various 
items  as  shown  in  the  restoration  plans  and  specifications.  The  contractor  is 
required  to  comply  with  mitigation  measures  adopted  by  the  Commission. 

(Cruz) 


c)  Accept  work  performed  by  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-546R, 
15th/16th/18th/19th/20th  Avenues  and  California/Clement  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$4,046,362  (of  which  $3,399,842  is  funded  by  WWE  and  $646,520  is  funded  by 
DPW),  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  299  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  10  months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  Contractor. 

(Cruz) 

d)  Accept  work  performed  by  Precision  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WW-547, 

Alhambra/  Bay/Beach  Streets  and  Mallorca/Retiro/Toledo  Way  Sewer 
Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by 
$128,575,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,497,985,  and  with  a time  reduction 
of  25  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  weeks),  for  a total 
contract  duration  of  226  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  eight  months); 
and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Cruz) 

e)  Accept  work  performed  by  J.  Flores  Construction  for  Contract  No.  WW-568, 

1 8th/25th/35th/47th  Avenues  and  Delancey/Felton/Fern/Hawes/Madrid/Steiner 
Streets  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No.  4 (Final),  increasing 
the  contract  by  $94,448,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,91 8,767;  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Cruz) 

REGULAR  SESSION 


9.  Approve  Amendment  No.5  to  Agreement  No.  CS-820,  New  Irvington  Tunnel 

Project  - Engineering  Services,  with  URS  Corporation,  to  continue  as  design 
engineer-of-record  for  the  construction  of  the  tunnel;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,000,000,  for 
a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $15,873,561 , with  no  change  to  the 
contract  duration,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter 
Section  9.118.  (How) 

10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  4 to  Agreement  No.  CS-893,  Systems  Engineering 
Services,  with  CH2M  Hill  to  provide  continued  systems  engineering  services  for  the 
WSIP;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  extending 


the  agreement  duration  by  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years, 
with  no  increase  to  the  agreement  amount.  (Cruz) 

1 1 . Terminate  for  Convenience,  in  the  best  interest  of  Contract  No.  HH-974(E),  Lower 
q Cherry  Aqueduct  Emergency  Rehabilitation  with  Flatiron  West  Inc.,  for  a total  not-to- 
<=>  exceed  contract  amount  of  $14,000,000  and  a total  contract  duration  of  468 

^ consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year  and  three  months);  Authorize 

the  General  Manager  to  terminate  and  issue  final  payment.  (Cruz) 


12. 
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Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  3 & 4 at  the  Hayward  Fault 
Project,  of  up  to  86  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  months);  and 
Authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to 
the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  1029  consecutive  calendar 
days  (approximately  two  years  and  10  months).  The  increase  is  due  to  potential 
delays  related  to  differing  site  conditions  encountered  during  the  installation  of  the 
Alameda  County  Water  District  12-inch  and  30-inch  pipeline  work;  and  weather.  The 
additional  construction  contract  duration  requested  is  within  the  overall  construction 
duration  contingency  included  in  the  Project  revised  budget  and  schedule  approved 
by  this  Commission  on  April  22,  2014.  (Cruz) 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WD-2641R,  Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  - Homestead  Pond,  San 
Andreas  Reservoir  Wetlands  and  Adobe  Gulch  Grasslands  Creek,  in  the  amount  of 
$522,328,  and  an  increase  in  the  contract  duration  of  up  to  376  consecutive 
calendar  days  (approximately  one  year);  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his 
designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract,  if  appropriate,  for  a total 
revised  contract  amount  up  to  $7,669,451 , and  for  a total  revised  contract  duration 
up  to  2,223  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  six  years).  The  increases  are 
due  to  emergency  watering  of  restored  plantings  and  additional  plantings  required  by 
an  exceedingly  dry  construction  period.  (Cruz) 

Discussion  and  possible  action  to  authorize  the  use  of  State  Revolving  Fund 
(SRF)  Loans  for  ratepayer  savings,  in  addition  to  Wastewater  revenue  bonds,  for 
an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $819,035,941,  to  finance  the  costs 
of  all  or  a portion  of  certain  Wastewater  Enterprise  capital  projects;  Authorize  the 
reimbursement  of  associated  project  costs,  including  but  not  limited  to  planning  and 
design  with  SRF  loan  proceeds.  Request  Commission  action  to  satisfy  State  SRF 
requirements  for  Reimbursement  and  Pledge  Revenue  Resolutions.  Direct  the 
General  Manager  to  submit  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a proposed  Ordinance 
authorizing:  (1)  the  amendment  of  previously  authorized  debt  issuance  ordinance  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $81 9,000,000  for  FY  201 4-15  and  FY  201 5-1 6,  to  include 
SRF  loans;  and  (2)  delegation  of  authority  to  the  Commission  to  execute  installment 
sales  agreements  for  SRF  loans.  Authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee, 
to  execute  and  deliver  such  Installment  Sales  Agreements  for  State  Loans,  subject 
to  Commission  approval  of  the  terms  of  any  Installment  Sales  Contract  prior  to 
execution  and  delivery.  (Perl) 
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15.  Public  hearing  under  California  Water  Code  Section  10723  and  action  to 

establish  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  as  the  “Groundwater 
Sustainability  Agency”  for  the  Downtown,  Marina,  Lobos,  and  South  San 
Francisco  Groundwater  Basins,  and  the  northern  portions  of  the  Westside,  Islais 
Valley,  and  Visitacion  Valley  Groundwater  Basins,  located  within  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco.  (Levin) 

16.  Adopt  a Resolution  of  Intent  to  prepare  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Plan  for  the 

North  Westside  Groundwater  Basin,  located  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco.  (Levin) 


17.  Adopt  a Resolution  supporting  the  Job  Training  Academy  at  Gleneagles  Golf 
Course,  a San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  facility  located  in  the  Southeastern 

^ area  of  San  Francisco.  As  a result  of  a partnership  between  organized  labor, 

r-  community,  non-profit,  business,  and  civic  leaders,  the  Gleneagles  Golf  Course  Job 

— Training  Academy  was  established  with  the  goal  of  providing  good-paying  jobs  that 
m lead  to  careers  for  economically  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  residents,  while 

making  the  game  of  golf  a more  environmentally  sustainable  activity.  The  purpose  of 
the  Gleneagles  Job  Training  Academy  is  to  develop  a training  center  that  links  job 
seekers  with  career  pathways  and  apprenticeship  opportunities  in  a variety  of  skill 
sets  and  occupations,  while  developing  new  best  practices  for  sustainable  golf  and 
elevated  environmental  awareness  through  decreased  water  and  pesticide  usage. 

(Carlin) 

18.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

19.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

r-  (Ambrose) 

cd  Existing  Litigation: 

^ Arturo  Torres  et  al.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-536200 
Date  Filed:  12/17/2013 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 
Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 


22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A1 27554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawl  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF  Interconnection 
Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 1 4 to  be  effective  June  30,  201 5. 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawl  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 


27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

30.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Barrett) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

31 . Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

32.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

33.  Other  new  business. 


ADJOURNMENT 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0059 


WHEREAS,  on  September  10,  2013,  per  Resolution  No.13-0135,  this  Commission  approved  the 
award  of  Contract  No.  JOC-44,  Job  Order  Contract  for  Micro-Local  Business  Enterprise  (Micro-LBE) 
Set  Aside,  General  Building  (B-License),  San  Francisco/Peninsula/East  Bay,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount 
of  $1,000,000  to  GECMS,  Inc.  dba  Giron  Construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  for  $1,000,000  and  the  original  contract  duration 
was  two  (2)  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.l  is  being  requested  to  complete  ongoing  facility  improvements 
such  as  roofing,  carpentry,  plumbing  and  electrical  work  for  SFPUC's  Operations  and  Bureaus, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $500,000  for  a total  contract  value  of  $1,500,000,  and  increasing  the 
contract  duration  by  one  (1)  year  for  a total  of  three  (3)  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)  (1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that  any 
cumulative  increases  in  contract  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  and  any  cumulative 
extensions  of  time  exceeding  10%  of  the  original  duration  be  approved  by  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  subcontracting  goal  and  bid  discount  do  not  apply 
to  Micro-LBE  Set  Aside  Contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  Approval  of  the  proposed  contract  amendment  would  not  fall  within  the  definition 
of  a “project”  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15378  if  the 
services  provided  under  this  contract  do  not  involve  any  direct  or  indirect  physical  change  in  the 
environment.  However,  approval  of  individual  task  orders  under  this  contract  would  require  compliance 
with  CEQA  prior  to  initiation  of  ground-disturbing  activities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
Enterprise  funds;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  JOC- 
44,  Job  Order  Contract,  Micro-LBE  Set  Aside,  General  Building  (B-License),  San 
Francisco/Peninsula/East  Bay,  with  GECMS,  Inc.  dba  Giron  Construction,  to  accomplish  general 
building  construction  work  for  all  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  Enterprise 
Operations  and  Bureaus,  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $500,000  for  a total  contract  value  of 
$1,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  365  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of 
1095  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


MINUTES 

Tuesday,  March  10,  2015 

(As  approved  on  March  24,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr,  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.ofq 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

httn://sanfrancisco.qranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php?view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:35  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 
President  Caen  welcomed  Commissioner  Kwon. 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  February  24.  2015 
On  Motion  to  Approve: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comment 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  2014  Wastewater  Enterprise  Biosolids  Management  System  Annual  Report 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  he  will  speak  to  staff  off-line  regarding  the 
memorandum  responding  to  his  audits  question. 

In  response  to  question  from  President  Caen,  Ms.  Marla  Jurosek,  Wastewater 
Enterprise,  indicated  she  would  ask  staff  to  report  back  on  the  progress  of  the 
Wastewater  Enterprise  Biosolids  Management  System  Annual  Report's  2015 
goal  for  reducing  the  amount  of  waste  going  to  landfill. 

Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  requested  that  the  response  include  a high  level 
refresher  on  biosolids  and  how  they  are  distributed. 

Public  Comment 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.  Harlan  Kelly  Jr.,  General  Manager  (GM),  informed  the  Commission  of  the  recent 
water  quality  situation.  Mr.  Dave  Briggs,  Water  System  Manager,  provided  additional 
information  and  noted  there  was  no  public  health  emergency. 
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a)  Drought  Update 

Ms.  Ellen  Levin,  Deputy  Director ; Water  Enterprise  provided  an  update  on  the 
drought.  Ms.  Levin  noted  the  9-county  Bay  Area  lowest  per  capita  consumption 
as  of  January  2015.  She  discussed  total  reservoir  storage  levels;  Cumulative 
precipitation;  Upcountry  6-station  precipitation;  Bay  Area  7-station  precipitation 
index;  and  Snowpack  and  statewide  snowpack  history.  She  discussed  Tuolumne 
River  water  available  to  the  City;  Historic  water  available  to  San  Francisco;  Total 
deliveries;  and  Total  system  water  savings.  Ms.  Levin  noted  State  Water 
Resources  Control  Board  activities,  and  provided  a brief  summary. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/SF  Clean  Energy  Advocates  spoke 
on  CleanPowerSF. 

Commission  Secretary  Hood  read  the  Consent  items. 

8.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  JOC-44.  General  Building  (B-License),  for  San 
Francisco/Peninsula/East  Bay,  with  GECMS,  Inc.,  dba  Giron  Construction,  to 
perform  general  building  and  construction  tasks  for  all  SFPUC  Enterprise 
Operations  and  Bureaus,  increasing  the  contract  by  $500,000,  for  a total  contract 
amount  of  SI  .500.000.  and  with  a time  extension  of  365  consecutive  calendar 
davs.  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1095  consecutive  calendar  days.  (Resolution 
15-0059) 

b)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  Award  Contract  No.  WD-2750  Site 
Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  in  the  amount  of  $9,210,716,  to  the  lowest, 
Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Engineering/Remediation  Resources 
Group.  Inc.  The  contractor  will  excavate  and  off  haul  approximately  46,500  cubic 
yards  of  contaminated  soils,  replace  the  excavated  soils  with  clean  fill,  and  restore 
the  site  to  its  original  grade.  Following  completion  of  earthwork,  the  contractor 
shall  install  new  fencing  and  gates,  re-vegetate  the  site,  and  construct  various 
items  as  shown  in  the  restoration  plans  and  specifications.  The  contractor  is 
reouired  to  comply  with  mitigation  measures  adopted  by  the  Commission. 
(Resolution  15-0060) 

c)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Hartv  Pipelines,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-546R, 

1 5th/1 6th/1 8th/1 9th/20th  Avenues  and  California/Clement  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$4.046,362  (of  which  $3,399.842  is  funded  bv  WWE  and  $646,520  is  funded  by 
DPW).  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  299  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  Contractor.  (Resolution  15-0061) 

d)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Precision  Engineering  for  Contract  No.  WW-547, 
Alhambra/  Bav/Beach  Streets  and  Mallorca/Retiro/Toledo  Way  Sewer 
Replacement:  Approve  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  by 
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$128,575,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,497.985.  and  with  a time  reduction  of 
25  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  226  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15- 

0062) 

e)  Accept  work  performed  bv  J.  Flores  Construction  for  Contract  No,  WW-568. 

1 8th/25th/35th/47th  Avenues  and  Delancev/Felton/Fern/Hawes/Madrid/Steiner 
Streets  Sewer  Replacement;  Approve  Modification  No,  4 (Final),  increasing  the 
contract  by  $94,448,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,918.767;  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0063) 

On  Motion  to  Approve  consent  items  8a  through  e: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

9-  Approve  Amendment  No.5  to  Agreement  No.  CS-820,  New  Irvington  Tunnel  Project 
Engineering  Services,  with  URS  Corporation,  to  continue  as  design  enqineer-of- 
record  for  the  construction  of  the  tunnel:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  bv  $1 ,000,000.  for  a total  not-to- 
exceed  agreement  amount  of  $15,873.561 , with  no  change  to  the  contract  duration. 
subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 
(Resolution  15-0064) 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  9: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

10-  Approve  Amendment  No.  4 to  Agreement  No,  CS-893.  Systems  Engineering 
Services,  with  CH2M  Hill  to  provide  continued  systems  engineering  services  for  the 
VVSIP;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  extending 
the  agreement  duration  by  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years, 
with  no  increase  to  the  agreement  amount.  (Resolution  15-0065) 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  10: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

11-  Terminate  for  Convenience,  in  the  best  interest  of  Contract  No.  HH-974(E),  Lower 
Cherry  Aqueduct  Emergency  Rehabilitation  with  Flatiron  West  Inc.,  for  a total  not-to- 
exceed  contract  amount  of  $14,000,000  and  a total  contract  duration  of  468 
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consecutive  calendar  days:  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  terminate  3nd  issus 
final  payment.  (Resolution  15-0066) 

Mr.  Emilio  Cruz,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Infrastructure,  provided  an 
update  on  the  contract  status.  He  noted  there  was  a revised  resolution  which 
included  new  language  delegating  authority  to  the  GM  to  terminate  the  contract. 

Commissioner  Moran  expressed  thanks  to  staff  for  closely  watching  costs. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  11: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

12.  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for  Contract 
No.  WD-2629.  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  3 & 4 at  the  Hayward  Fault  Project,  of  up 
to  86  consecutive  calendar  days:  and  Authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his 
designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract 
duration  up  to  1029  consecutive  calendar  days.  The  increase  is  due  to  potential 
delays  related  to  differing  site  conditions  encountered  during  the  installation  of  the 
Alameda  Countv  Water  District  12-inch  and  30-inch  pipeline  work;  and  weather.  The 
additional  construction  contract  duration  reouested  is  within  the  overall  construction 
duration  contingency  included  in  the  Project  revised  budget  and  schedule  approved 
bv  this  Commission  on  April  22.  2014.  (Resolution  15-0067) 

AGM  Cruz  introduced  the  item  and  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen 
regarding  the  resolution  of  issues  related  to  the  bonding  of  plates. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  12: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

13.  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for  Contract  No^ 
WD-2641 R,  Bioreoional  Habitat  Restoration  - Homestead  Pond,  San  Andreas 
Reservoir  Wetlands  and  Adobe  Gulch  Grasslands  Creek,  in  the  amount  of  $522,328, 
and  an  increase  in  the  contract  duration  of  up  to  376  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to 
the  contract,  if  appropriate,  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  up  to  $7,669,451,  and 
for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  2.223  consecutive  calendar  days.  The 
increases  are  due  to  emergency  watering  of  restored  plantings  and  additional 
plantings  reouired  bv  an  exceedingly  drv  construction  period.  (Resolution  1 5-0068) 


AGM  Cruz  introduced  the  item. 
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On  Motion  to  Approve  item  13: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 


Public  Comment 
None. 

14-  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  authorize  the  use  of  State  Revolving  Fund  (SRR 
Loans  for  ratepayer  savings,  in  addition  to  Wastewater  revenue  bonds,  for  an 
aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $81 9.035.941 . to  finance  the  costs  of  all 
or  a portion  of  certain  Wastewater  Enterprise  capital  projects:  Authorize  the 
reimbursement  of  associated  project  costs,  including  but  not  limited  to  planning  and 
design  with  SRF  loan  proceeds.  Reguest  Commission  action  to  satisfy  State  SRF 
reguirements  for  Reimbursement  and  Pledge  Revenue  Resolutions.  Direct  the 
General  Manager  to  submit  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a proposed  Ordinance 
authorizing:  (1)  the  amendment  of  previously  authorized  debt  issuance  ordinance  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $819,000,000  for  FY  2014-15  and  FY  2015-16.  to  include 
SRF  loans:  and  (2)  delegation  of  authority  to  the  Commission  to  execute  installment 
sales  agreements  for  SRF  loans.  Authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee, 
to  execute  and  deliver  such  Installment  Sales  Agreements  for  State  Loans,  subject 
to  Commission  approval  of  the  terms  of  any  Installment  Sales  Contract  prior  to 
execution  and  delivery.  (Resolution  15-00691 

Mr.  Charles  Perl,  Deputy  CFO,  introduced  the  item  and  discussed  authorization  for 
the  prior  bond  issuance.  He  provided  clarification  regarding  the  current  action  being 
requested  of  the  Commission.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  14: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

15-  Public  hearing  under  California  Water  Code  Section  10723  and  action  to  establish 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  as  the  “Groundwater  Sustainability 
Agency  for  the  Downtown,  Marina,  Lobos,  and  South  San  Francisco  Groundwater 
Basins,  and  the  northern  portions  of  the  Westside.  Islais  Valiev,  and  Visitacion 
Valiev  Groundwater  Basins,  located  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(Resolution  15-00701 

Ms.  Levin  introduced  the  item. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  15: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 
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16.  Adopt  a Resolution  of  Intent  to  prepare  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Plan  for  the 
North  Westside  Groundwater  Basin,  located  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco.  (Resolution  15-0071) 

Ms.  Levin  introduced  the  item.  She  responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor  on 
regulation  requirements. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  16: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Peter  Drekmeier,  Tuolumne  River  Trust,  expressed  his  support  for  the 
Groundwater  Basin  and  the  opportunities  it  provides. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/SF  Clean  Energy  Advocates 
expressed  his  support  for  the  item,  noting  the  need  for  a public  education 
campaign. 

17  Adopt  a Resolution  supporting  the  Job  Training  Academy  at  Gleneaqles  Golf 
Course,  a San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  facility  located  in  the  Southeastern 
area  of  San  Francisco.  As  a result  of  a partnership  between  organized  labor, 
community,  non-profit,  business,  and  civic  leaders,  the  Gleneaqles  Golf  Course  Job 
Training  Academy  was  established  with  the  goal  of  providing  good-paying  iobs  that 
lead  to  careers  for  economically  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  residents,  while 
making  the  game  of  golf  a more  environmentally  sustainable  activity.  The  purpose  of 
the  Gleneagles  Job  Training  Academy  is  to  develop  a training  center  that  links  |ob 
seekers  with  career  pathways  and  apprenticeship  opportunities  in  a variety  of  skill 
sets  and  occupations,  while  developing  new  best  practices  for  sustainable  golf  and 
elevated  environmental  awareness  through  decreased  water  and  pesticide  usage. 
(Resolution  15-0072) 

Mr.  Michael  Carlin,  Deputy  General  Manager,  introduced  the  item.  Fie  discussed  the 
partnerships  involved  in  the  creation  of  the  Academy  as  well  as  the  opportunities  it 
would  provide. 

Commissioner  Courtney  noted  his  professional  relationship  with  Laborers’ 
Community  Training  Foundation.  He  discussed  the  need  for  the  Academy  and  the 
work  done  that  has  been  done  by  all  of  the  partners  to  establish  it.  He  thanked 
SFPUC  staff  and  all  involved  for  their  work. 

On  Motion  to  Approve  item  1 7: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Shaman  Walton,  Young  Community  Developers,  expressed  his  support  for 
the  Academy  and  described  the  opportunities  it  will  provide. 
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• Mr Jesus  Villalobos , Local  261,  expressed  his  support  for  the  Academy  and  the 
training  and  educational  opportunities  it  will  provide. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/SF  Clean  Energy  Advocates 
expressed  his  support  for  the  Academy,  and  the  need  for  union  labor  in 
CleanPowerSF. 

Mr.  Carlin  responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor  regarding  the  Academy’s  goal  of 
making  the  game  of  golf  a more  environmentally  sustainable  activity.  Brief 
discussion  ensued;  and  Commissioner  Courtney  provided  additional  information. 

VP  Vietor  requested  that  as  the  program  develops,  staff  return  with  updates  on 
environmental  issues. 

Commission  Secretary  Hood  read  Closed  Session  item  20,  and  stated  items  21 
through  30  would  not  be  heard. 

18-  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

19-  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  2:36  PM. 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Arturo  Torres  et  al.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-536200 
Date  Filed:  12/17/2013 
(Resolution  15-0073) 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-13-529309 
Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
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San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A1 27554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

25  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

27  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
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Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  2:40  PM. 

31.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  a settlement  was  reached  on  item  20. 

32.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  Not  to  Disclose: 

Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

33.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  2:41  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0060 


WHEREAS,  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  (ClP)-funded  Contract  No. 
WD-2750,  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  was  advertised  on  December  24,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $15,101,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$14,500,000  for  this  remediation  construction  contract  work  to  excavate  and  off  haul 
approximately  46,500  cubic  yards  of  contaminated  soils,  replace  the  excavated  soils  with  clean 
fill  and  restore  the  site  to  its  original  grade;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  310  consecutive  calendar  days  (280  to  Substantial 
Completion  and  30  additional  to  Final  Completion);  and 

WHEREAS,  Seven  (7)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  February  5,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Engineering/Remediation 
Resources  Group,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREA8,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  17%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  19.99  % with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREA5,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREA5,  Funds  are  available  from  CIP-funds  as  well  as  through  the  supplemental 
appropriation  from  the  Water  Enterprise  fund  balance  in  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Water  Enterprise  Department  budget  to  support  the  cleanup  of  contaminated  soil  at  Lake 
Merced  in  FY  2014-15;  and 

WHEREA5,  The  supplemental  appropriation  was  presented  to  the  $an  Francisco  Board 
of  $upervisors  on  February  4,  2015  and  approved  on  first  reading  on  February  24,  2015;  and 

WHEREA5,  A Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  (MND)  as  required  by  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA,  California  Public  Resources  Code  $ections  21000  et  seq.) 
was  prepared  for  Project  Number  CUW2750  in  Planning  Department  File  No.  2013.1220E;  and 

WHEREA5,  Environmental  Review  Officer  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final 
Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  and  found  that  the  contents  of  said  report  and  the  procedures 


through  which  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  was  prepared,  publicized,  and  reviewed 
complied  with  CEQA,  the  CEQA  Guidelines  (14  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000 
et  seq.)  and  Chapter  3 1 of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  (Chapter  31),  and  on  October 
23,  2014,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  approved  the  Final  MND;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  28,  2014,  the  SFPUC,  by  Resolution  No  14-0171,  approved  the 
Project  and  adopted  findings  (CEQA  Findings)  and  a Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting 
Program  (MMRP)  as  required  by  CEQA;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final 
Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  and  the  record  as  a whole,  and  finds  that  the  Final  Mitigated 
Negative  Declaration  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  Project,  that 
there  is  no  substantial  evidence  that  the  Project  will  have  a significant  effect  on  the  environmen 
with  the  adoption  of  the  mitigation  measures  contained  in  the  MMRP  to  avoid  potentially 
significant  environmental  effects  associated  with  the  Project  and  that  the  Final  Mitigated 
Negative  Declaration  reflects  the  City's  independent  judgment  and  analysis,  and  adopted  the 
Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  on  October  28,  2014;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  this  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FMND  and  record  as  a 
whole,  finds  that  the  FMND  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  action 
taken  herein  to  approve  and  award  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program- 
funded  Contract  No.  WD-2750,  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  and  incorporates  the 
CEQA  Findings  contained  in  Resolution  No.  14-0171  including  the  MMRP  by  this  reference 
thereto  as  though  set  forth  in  this  Resolution;  and  be  it 

FUTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  further  finds  that  since  the  FMND  was 
finalized,  there  have  been  no  substantial  project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  project 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  FMND  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the 
conclusions  set  forth  in  the  FMND;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and 
specifications  and  awards  Water  Enterprise,  Capital  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No. 
WD-2750,  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  in  the  amount  of  $9,210,716,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Engineering/Remediation  Resources  Group,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 

A 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0061 

WHEREAS.  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  and  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Pavement 
Renovation  Program-funded  WW-546R,  1 5th/ 1 6th/ 1 8th/ 1 9th/20th  Avenues  and  California/ 
Clement  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  by  the  contractor,  Harty 
Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  12,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0169,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  WW-546R,  15th/ 1 6th/ 1 8th/ 1 9th/20th  Avenues  and  Califomia/Clement 
Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of  $3,899,750,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  January  13, 
2014,  with  an  original  schedule  of  300  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
substantially  completed  in  299  consecutive  calendar  days  on  November  7,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $3,899,750  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  300  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $146,612  to  account  for  actual  costs  of 
labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  contract  work  under  bid  item  allowances,  and  increased 
the  contract  amount  to  $4,046,362;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  determined  that  the 
contractor  exceeded  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  23.33%  by 
achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  25.22%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS46,  15th/ 16th/ 
1 8th/ 1 9th/20th  Avenues  and  Califomia/Clement  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and  DPW  Project 
No.  CSTR11SR91,  15th/16th/18th/19th/20th  Avenues  and  Califomia/Clement  Streets  Pavement 
Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Harty  Pipelines, 
Inc.  for  WWE,  R&R  and  DPW  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-546R, 
1 5th/ 1 6th/ 1 8th/ 1 9th/20th  Avenues  and  Califomia/Clement  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  and 
Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,046,362  and  with  a total  contract 
duration  of  299  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  1 0,  201 5. 


1— 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0062 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program  Contract  No.  WW-547,  Alhambra/Bay/Beach  Streets 
and  Mallorca/Retiro/Toledo  Way  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the  contractor.  Precision  Engineering; 
and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  1 1,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0029,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-547,  Alhambra/Bay/Beach  Streets  and  Mallorca/Retiro/Toledo  Way  Sewer 
Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $2,626,560,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder.  Precision  Engineering;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  April  7,  2014, 
with  an  original  schedule  of  226  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,626,560  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  226  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  a reduction  of  $128,548  to  reflect 
actual  work  completed,  decreasing  the  contract  amount  to  $2,497,985;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor 
exceeded  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  17.08%  by  achieving  a final 
LBE  participation  of  18.27%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS52,  Alhambra/Bay/Beach 
Streets  and  Mallorca/Retiro/Toledo  Way  Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  WWE  R&R- 
funded  Contract  No.  WW-547,  Alhambra/Bay/Beach  Streets  and  Mallorca/Retiro/Toledo  Way 
Sewer  Replacement,  approves  Modification  No.  1 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  amount  by 
$128,575  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,497,985  and  for  a total  contract  duration  of  226 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  Precision  Engineering. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0063 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-568,  18th/25th/35th/47th 
Avenues  and  Delancey/Felton/Fem/Hawes/Madrid/Steiner  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the 
contractor,  J.  Flores  Constmction;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  14,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0007,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-568,  18th/25th/35th/47th  Avenues  and  Delancey/Felton/Fern/Hawes/ 
Madrid/Steiner  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $2,354,290,  to  the  lowest,  qualified 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores  Construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  To  Proceed  date  was  set  for  March  3, 
2014,  with  an  original  schedule  of  270  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
substantially  completed  in  229  consecutive  calendar  days  on  October  17,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,354,290  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  270  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $8,594  to  perform  additional  sewer  work 
at  the  intersection  of  Fern  and  Larkin  Streets  due  to  differing  site  conditions  encountered  during 
construction  of  sewer  main,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $2,362,884,  and  extending  the 
contract  duration  by  seven  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  277 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  for  $226,834  to  account  for  actual  installed 
quantities,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $2,589,718;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 was  approved  for  $234,600  (Resolution  No.  14-0182 
dated  November  12,  2014)  to  account  for  actual  installed  quantities,  increasing  the  contract 
amount  to  $2,824,318;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  4 (Final)  is  being  requested  for  $94,448  to  account  for 
actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  the  contract  work  under  bid  item 
allowances,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,918,767;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contractor  committed  to  utilize  15.1%  Local  Business  Enterprise 
(LBE)  participation  with  its  bid  submittal  and  the  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined 
that  the  Contractor  exceeded  its  LBE  subcontracting  goal  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation 
of  19.8%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS88,  18th/25th/35th/47th 
Avenues  and  Delancey/Felton/Fem/Hawes/Madrid/Steiner;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  J.  Flores 
Constmction  for  WWE,  R&R  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-568,  18th/25th/35th/47th 
Avenues  and  Delancey/Felton/Fem/Hawes/  Madrid/Steiner  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  and 
approves  Modification  No.  4 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $94,448,  for  a total  contract 
amount  of  $2,918,767;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0064 


WHEREAS,  On  May  9,  2006,  per  Resolution  No.  06-0081,  this  Commission  awarded 
Agreement  No.  CS-820,  New  Irvington  Tunnel  Project,  Engineering  Services,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement,  in  the  amount  of  $8,600,000  and  with  a term  of  seven  years, 
concluding  on  concluding  on  June  27,  2013,  with  URS  Corporation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  issued  on  August  21,  2008  for  $1,398,561, 
increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $9,998,561,  with  no  change  to  the 
contract  duration,  in  order  to  provide  continued  engineering  services  for  the  final  design;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 was  issued  on  September  22,  2009  for  $3,900,000, 
increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $13,898,561,  and  increasing  the  agreement 
term  by  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  in  order  to  provide  continued 
engineering  design  services  needed  during  pre-construction,  including  engineering  support 
services  for  the  environmental  review  and  permitting  process,  and  to  provide  engineering  support 
during  construction,  start-up,  commissioning  and  closeout  of  the  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  3 was  issued  on  December  11,  2011  for  $475,000, 
increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $14,373,561,  and  extending  the  agreement 
term  by  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  in  order  to  provide  on-going 
engineering  support  during  construction  and  address  the  unanticipated  increase  in  design 
consultant  reviews  of  submittals  and  engineering  substitutions/re-designs  submitted  by  the 
construction  contractor;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  4 was  issued  on  December  15,  2014  for  $500,000, 
increasing  to  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $14,873,561,  and  extending  the  agreement  term 
by  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  ten  years,  in  order  to  provide  additional  design 
engineer-of- record  support  during  final  construction,  and  closeout  of  the  NIT  project,  and 
additional  engineering  support  services  for  the  inspection  of  the  existing  Irvington  Tunnel;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  5 is  being  requested  to  increase  the  agreement  by 
$1,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $15,873,561,  with  no  change  to  the 
contract  duration,  in  order  to  provide  engineering  review  of  repairs  of  two  unanticipated  buckle 
sections  of  the  steel  pipe  lining  and  remedial  grouting  measures  along  the  entire  NIT  alignment 
to  ensure  the  structural  integrity  and  safety  of  the  finished  tunnel,  and  engineering  support  for 
avoidance  of  potential  contractor  claims  related  to  the  repairs;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  subconsulting  goal  of  6%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided  has  been  established  for  this 
agreement;  and 


WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW35901  - New 
Irvington  Tunnel;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  5 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-820,  New  Irvington  Tunnel  Project,  Engineering  Services,  with  URS  Corporation,  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $1,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $15,873,561,  and  with  no  time  extension,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.118. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0065 


WHEREAS,  On  December  11,  2007,  per  Resolution  No.  07-0214,  this  Commission 
awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-893,  Systems  Engineering  Services,  and  authorized  the  General 
Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $4,000,000,  and  with  a term  of  five  years, 
concluding  on  March  2,  2013,  with  CH2M  Hill;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  Nos.  1-3  were  issued  to  extend  the  agreement  term  for  a total 
of  two  years,  in  order  to  continue  providing  systems  engineering  support  for  WSIP  projects.;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  4 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  one 
year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years,  in  order  to  provide  ongoing  support  for 
hydraulic  modeling  and  systems  performance  analysis  for  remaining  WSIP  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a 12%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subconsulting  goal  for  this  agreement  and  CH2M  Hill  has  committed  to  meet 
this  goal  with  12%  LBE  participation  on  this  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW392  - Water 
System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  Program  Management  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  4 to  Water 
Enterprise,  WSIP-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-893,  Systems  Engineering  Services,  with  CH2M 
Hill,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment,  extending 
the  agreement  duration  up  to  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  eight  years. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


■V* 


yL,  jj  i 
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Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0066 


WHEREAS,  On  February  21,  2014  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  issued  a Declaration  of  Emergency  in  response  to  California’s  most  extreme  drought 
since  hydrologic  recordkeeping  began;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Declaration  of  Emergency  was  approved  by  the  Vice  President  on 
behalf  of  the  President  of  the  SFPUC  on  February  21,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Declaration  of  Emergency  was  revised  and  approved  by  the  President 
of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  on  April  29,  2014,  due  to  the  refinement  of  the 
scope  of  work;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  issued  a Notice-to-Proceed 
to  Flatiron  West,  Inc.  for  Pre-Construction  Services  on  April  9,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  staff  determined  that  it  may  be 
in  the  best  interest  of  the  City  to  terminate  for  convenience  (Contract  General  Conditions  Article 
14.03  section  007000)  Contract  HH-974(E)  awarded  to  Flatiron  West,  Inc.,  subject  to  continuing 
negotiations;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  delegates  to  the  General  Manager  the 
authority  to  terminate  Contract  HH-974(E)  with  Flatiron  West,  Inc.  for  the  Lower  Cherry 
Aqueduct  Emergency  Rehabilitation  Project,  should  negotiations  with  Flatiron  West,  Inc.  not 
lead  to  a result  that  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  1 0,  201 5. 


A 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0067 


WHEREAS,  On  June  12,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0101,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Contract  No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  3&4  at  the  Hayward  Fault 
Project  located  in  Fremont,  California,  to  Steve  P.  Rados,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  September  4, 
2012; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $31,320,000  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  858  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  22,  2014  per  Resolution  14-0065,  this  Commission  approved 
revised  schedules  and  budgets  as  part  of  the  March  2014  Revised  WSIP,  which  included  a 86 
consecutive  calendar  day  increase  in  the  CUW35302,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  3&4  at  the 
Hayward  Fault  Project  schedule  that  incorporated  the  construction  final  completion  from  3/23/15 
to  6/16/15;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
extensions  of  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  to  complete 
construction  work  be  approved  by  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  has  identified  trends  with  potential  delays  related  to  the  bonding 
of  Polytetrafluoroethylene  (PTFE)  to  the  fixed  and  sliding  steel  bearing  plates  supporting  BDPL 
3X;  differing  site  conditions  during  the  installation  of  the  Alameda  County  Water  District  12- 
inch  and  30-inch  pipeline  work;  and  delays  related  to  reduced  productivity  during  the  rainy 
season;  and 

WHEREAS,  Cost  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract  amount  to 
$506,232.40,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  $274,494,  potential  change  orders  amount  to 
$901,506,  trends  amount  to  $1,296,000,  and  the  original  10%  contingency  amount  is  $3,132,000; 
and 

WHEREAS,  These  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders, 
would  not  exceed  the  pre-approved  10%  construction  cost  contingency,  and 

WHEREAS,  Construction  duration  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction 
contract  amount  to  74  consecutive  calendar  days,  trends  amount  to  up  to  86  consecutive  calendar 
days,  and  the  original  10%  duration  contingency  amount  is  85  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders, 
would  exceed  the  pre-approved  10%  construction  duration  contingency,  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  approved  contract  duration  contingency  of  up  to  86 
consecutive  calendar  days  is  requested  for  Construction  Contract  No.  WD-2629,  subject  to  the 
General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of  modifications,  if  appropriate;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
(LBE)  participation  goal  of  7%  for  this  construction  contract  and  the  Contractor  has  committed 
to  9.27%  of  LBE  subcontractor  participation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW35302  - Seismic  Upgrade  of 
BDPL  3&4  at  the  Hayward  Fault;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  in  the  contract  duration 
contingency  for  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP  funded  Construction  Contract  No.  CUW35302  - 
Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  3&4  at  the  Hayward  Fault,  of  up  to  86  consecutive  calendar  days  and 
potentially  extend  the  contract  duration  up  to  1029  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider  and,  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the 
contract  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  1029  consecutive  calendar  days. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


WVU 


l/jifrAs 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0068 


WHEREAS,  On  September  13,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0156,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  - funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2641R  Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  - Homestead  Pond,  San  Andreas 
Reservoir  Wetlands  and  Adobe  Gulch  Grasslands,  to  Yerba  Buena  Engineering  and 
Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  (NTP)  was  issued  on  January 
30, 2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $6,499,000  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  1,718  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  also  encountered  conditions  in  the  field  that  were  not 
anticipated  during  planning  and  design  of  the  project  such  as  an  exceedingly  dry  construction 
period;  and 

WHEREAS,  Sections  6.22(H)(1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that 
any  cumulative  increase  in  price  or  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  be 
approved  by  the  Commission; 

WHEREAS,  Cost  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract  amount  to 
$648,123,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  $0,  potential  change  orders  amount  to  $3,445,  trends 
amount  to  $520,660,  and  the  original  10%  contingency  amount  is  $649,900;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders, 
would  exceed  the  pre-approved  10%  construction  cost  contingency,  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  on  the  contract  duration  in  the  amount  of  376  consecutive 
calendar  days  is  requested,  subject  to  the  general  manager’s  subsequent  authorization  if 
appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  A non-compensable  increase  in  the  contract  duration  would  exceed  the  pre- 
approved 10%  original  contract  duration;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $522,328  is 
requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of  modifications,  if 
appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  Savings  from  other  BHR  projects  will  cover  the  additional  construction 
contract  cost;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a 15%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  for  this  contract,  and  Yerba  Buena  Engineering 
and  Construction,  Inc.,  committed  to  utilize  19.6%  LBE  participation  with  its  bid  submittal;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $522,328,  and  approves  an  increase  in  the  contract  duration  of 
up  to  376  consecutive  calendar  days  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP  - funded  Construction 
Contract  WD-2641R  Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  - Homestead  Pond,  San  Andreas  Reservoir 
Wetlands  and  Adobe  Gulch  Grasslands,  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of  $7,699,451;  and  a 
potential  extension  in  the  total  contract  duration  of  up  to  2,233  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
or  his  designee  to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract 
amount  for  up  to  $7,699,45 1 and  to  the  contract  duration  for  a total  contract  duration  of  up  to 
2,233  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0069 


WHEREAS,  On  November  5,  2002,  the  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(the  “City”)  approved  Proposition  E,  codified  as  Article  VIIIB  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  (the 
“Charter”),  which  among  other  things,  authorized  the  Commission  to  issue  revenue  bonds, 
including  notes,  commercial  paper  or  other  forms  of  indebtedness,  when  authorized  by  ordinance 
approved  by  a two-thirds  vote  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  for  the  purpose  of  reconstructing, 
replacing,  expanding,  repairing  or  improving  water  facilities  or  clean  water  facilities,  or 
combinations  of  water  and  clean  water  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  1 1,  2014,  the  Commission  adopted  Resolution  No.  14-0032,  to 
approve  the  FY  2014-15  and  FY  2015-16  Capital  Improvement  Program  Budget  for  the 
Wastewater  Enterprise,  and,  with  further  action  from  the  Board,  authorize  the  issuance  of 
revenue  bonds  for  included  capital  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  24,  2014,  the  Board  adopted  Ordinance  No.  107-14  (the  “Original 
Ordinance”),  as  signed  by  the  Mayor  on  July  2,  2014,  to  among  other  matters  authorize  the 
issuance  of  up  to  $819,035,941  of  Wastewater  Revenue  Bonds  to  finance  projects  benefitting  the 
Wastewater  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  8B.124  of  the  Charter  allows  for  the  issuance  of  revenue  bonds  or 
other  forms  of  indebtedness  by  ordinance  approved  by  two-thirds  of  the  Board,  subject  to  the 
provision  of  certain  certifications  of  an  independent  engineer  retained  by  the  Commission  and 
certain  certifications  by  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department,  which  certifications  shall  make 
the  findings  and  determinations  set  forth  in  Section  8B.124,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  to  seek  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of 
an  amendment  of  the  Original  Ordinance  to  authorize,  in  addition  to  the  Wastewater  Revenue 
Bonds,  the  execution  and  delivery  of  one  or  more  State  of  California  Water  Resources  Control 
Board  Installment  Sales  Agreements  in  connection  with  State  Revolving  Loans,  in  either  case,  in 
an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $819,035,941  (the  “State  Loans  ” or  alternatively 
referred  to  as  the  “Obligations”  below)  to  finance  the  costs  of  all  or  a portion  of  certain  capital 
projects  described  therein  benefitting  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  (the  “Capital  Projects”),  and 
costs  of  issuance  and  other  incidental  costs  related  thereto;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  and  desirable  to  make 
certain  additional  improvements  to  the  facilities  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  (the 
“Improvements”),  and,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors’  authorization,  has  further  determined  to 
finance  the  costs  of  the  Improvements  through  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  State  Loans.  The 
State  Loans  shall  be  payable  from  a pledge  of  Net  Revenues  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  on  a 
parity  with  the  outstanding  Bonds  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise,  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  that 
certain  Indenture  dated  as  of  January  1,  2003,  as  amended  and  supplemented  (the  “Indenture”), 
between  the  Commission  and  U.  S.  Bank  National  Association.  The  Commission  now  desires  to 
authorize  the  execution  and  delivery  from  time  to  time  of  Installment  Sales  Agreements  related 
to  State  Loans  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  said  Section  8B.124;  subject  to  Board  of 
Supervisors  authorization  as  required  by  Section  8B.124  of  the  Charter,  prior  to  the  execution 
and  delivery  of  any  Installment  Sales  Contract  related  to  any  State  Loans  authorized  hereby  (as 
further  described  below),  and 


WHEREAS,  This  action  would  not  fall  within  the  definition  of  a “project”  under 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15378(b)(4)  which  includes 
the  creation  of  government  funding  mechanisms  or  other  government  fiscal  activities  which  do 
not  include  commitment  to  any  specific  project.  Prior  to  award  of  loans  by  the  State  Water 
Resources  Control  Board  under  the  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund  Program,  individual 
projects  will  be  required  to  demonstrate  compliance  with  CEQA,  and  compliance  with  applicable 
federal  regulations  and  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA),  where  applicable;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  submitted  to  the  Board  concurrently  herewith  an 
ordinance  approving  the  Capital  Improvement  Program  related  supplemental  appropriations 
totaling  $819,035,941  for  fiscal  years  ending  2015  and  2016,  such  amount  being  inclusive  of  the 
Installment  Sales  Agreements  related  to  State  Loans;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  Water  Board  may  fund  the  Capital  Projects  with  bonds  or  other 
indebtedness  the  interest  upon  which  is  excluded  from  gross  income  for  federal  income  tax 
purposes  (the  “Obligations”  or  alternatively  referred  to  herein  as  the  State  Loans)  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $819,035,941;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  that  the  moneys  advanced  and  to  be 
advanced  to  pay  certain  expenditures  (“Expenditures”)  of  the  Capital  Projects  are  or  will  be 
available  only  for  a temporary  period  and  it  is  necessary  to  reimburse  all  such  expenditures  made 
no  earlier  than  60  days  prior  to  the  date  hereof  with  respect  to  the  Project  from  proceeds  of  the 
Obligations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  1.150-2  of  the  Treasury  Regulations  requires  the  Commission  to 
declare  its  reasonable  official  intent  to  reimburse  prior  expenditures  for  the  Capital  Projects  with 
proceeds  of  the  Bonds;  now,  therefore,  be  it  resolved  as  follows: 

Section  1.  Authorization  to  Enter  Installment  Sales  Contracts.  The  Commission  hereby 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  Installment  Sales  Agreements  with  the  State  Water 
Resources  Control  Board  pursuant  to  Section  8B.  124  of  the  Charter  to  finance  a portion  of  the 
design,  acquisition  and  construction  of  the  Capital  Projects  (including  the  costs  of  issuance  for 
such  obligations)  and  other  incidental  costs  relating  thereto;  and  the  Commission  hereby 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  (or  designee)  to  execute  and  deliver  such  Installment  Sales 
Agreements  for  State  Loans  from  time  to  time  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  Section  8B.  124  of 
the  Charter  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $819,035,941  (inclusive  of 
financing  costs),  at  a maximum  rate  or  rates  of  interest  of  not  to  exceed  twelve  percent  (12%)  per 
annum  and  for  a term  not  to  exceed  thirty  (30)  years  from  the  date  of  the  execution  of  any 
Installment  Sales  Contract,  or  such  later  date  as  provided  in  such  contract;  provided  however  the 
General  Manager  (or  his  designee)  shall  present  the  terms  of  any  Installment  Sales  Contract  to 
this  Commission  for  its  approval  prior  to  execution  and  delivery.  The  General  Manager  (or  his 
designee)  is  hereby  authorized  to  determine  the  timing,  amount  and  manner  of  each  Installment 
Sales  Contract  executed  pursuant  to  and  subject  to  this  authorization;  provided  however,  the 
Commission’s  authorization  to  enter  into  any  Installment  Sales  Agreements  is  subject  to  the 
Commission  having  obtained  supplemental  budgetary  authority  to  cover  such  contracts.  The 
State  Loans  shall  be  payable  from  a pledge  of  the  Net  Revenues  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  on 
a parity  with  the  outstanding  Bonds  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise,  as  such  terms  are  defined  in 
that  certain  Indenture  dated  as  of  January  1,  2003,  as  amended  and  supplemented  (the 
“Indenture”),  between  the  Commission  and  U.  S.  Bank  National  Association. 


Section  2.  The  Commission  adopts  this  Resolution  for  purposes  of  establishing 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  1.150-2  of  the  Treasury  Regulations. 

Section  3.  The  Commission  hereby  declares  its  official  intent,  pursuant  to  Section  1.150- 
2 of  the  Treasury  Regulations,  to  use  proceeds  of  the  Obligations  to  reimburse  the  Expenditures 
incurred  in  connection  with  the  Capital  Projects. 

Section  4.  The  Commission  reasonably  expects  the  maximum  principal  amount  of  the 
Obligations  expected  to  be  issued  for  the  Capital  Projects  is  $819,035,  941. 

Section  5.  This  Resolution  is  being  adopted  no  later  than  60  days  after  the  date 
Commission  will  expend  moneys  for  the  construction  of  a portion  of  the  Capital  Projects  cost 
expected  to  be  reimbursed  with  Capital  Project  Funds.  Each  Expenditure  will  be  either  (a)  of  a 
type  properly  chargeable  to  a capital  account  under  general  federal  income  tax  principles 
(determined  in  each  case  as  of  the  date  of  the  Expenditure),  (b)  a cost  of  issuance  with  respect  to 
the  Obligations,  (c)  a nonrecurring  item  that  is  not  customarily  payable  from  current  revenues,  or 
(d)  a grant  to  a party  that  is  not  related  to  or  an  agent  of  the  Commission  so  long  as  such  grant 
does  not  impose  any  obligation  or  condition  (directly  or  indirectly)  to  repay  any  amount  to  or  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Commission. 

Section  6.  General  Authority.  The  General  Manger,  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and 
Chief  Operating  Officer  and  the  Assistant  General  Manager  Wastewater  Enterprise  and  Chief 
Financial  Officer  and  other  officers  of  the  Commission  and  their  duly  authorized  deputies  and 
agents  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  jointly  and  severally,  to  take  such  actions  and  to 
execute  and  deliver  such  certificates,  agreements,  requests  or  other  documents,  as  they  may  deem 
necessary  or  desirable  to  facilitate  the  execution  and  delivery  of  any  Installment  Sales 
Agreements  in  connection  with  State  Loans,  to  obtain  title  and  other  insurance  with  respect  to  the 
facilities  to  be  financed,  and  otherwise  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Resolution. 

Section  7.  Request  of  Amendment  to  Original  Ordinance;  Submittal  to  Board  for 
Approval.  The  General  Manager,  for,  in  the  name  of  and  on  behalf  of  the  Commission,  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  cause  a supplemental  ordinance  to  be  submitted  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  add  to  the  Original  Ordinance  authorization  to  provide  for  the  execution  and 
delivery  of  Installment  Sales  Contracts  in  connection  with  State  Loans,  as  may  be  required  by  the 
Charter. 

Section  8.  Ratification.  That  all  actions  authorized  and  directed  by  this  Resolution  and 
heretofore  taken  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and  confirmed  by  this  Commission. 

Effective  Date.  This  resolution  shall  take  effect  from  and  after  its  adoption. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


■ 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0070 


WHEREAS,  On  September  16,  2014,  the  Sustainable  Groundwater  Management  Act  was 
signed  into  law  and  adopted  into  the  California  Water  Code,  commencing  with  Section  10720; 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  legislative  intent  of  the  Sustainable  Groundwater  Management  Act  is  to 
provide  for  sustainable  management  of  groundwater  basins,  to  enhance  local  management  of 
groundwater,  to  establish  minimum  standards  for  sustainable  groundwater  management,  and  to 
provide  local  groundwater  agencies  with  the  authority  and  the  technical  and  financial  assistance 
necessary  to  sustainably  manage  groundwater;  and 

WHEREAS,  Water  Code  Sections  10725  and  10726  detail  additional  new  powers  and 
authorities  granted  to  Groundwater  Sustainability  Agencies  to  implement  sustainable 
groundwater  management  in  the  basins  under  their  jurisdictions;  and 

WHEREAS,  Water  Code  Section  10723(a)  authorizes  any  local  agency  overlying  a 
groundwater  basin  to  establish  itself  as  the  Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency  for  that  basin; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Water  Code  Section  1072 1 (j)  defines  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency 
as  one  or  more  local  agencies  that  implement  the  provisions  of  the  Sustainable  Groundwater 
Management  Act;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  is  the  local  agency 
with  exclusive  water  supply  and  water  management  responsibilities  within  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  under  Charter  section  8B.121;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  overlies  seven  groundwater  basins: 
the  Downtown,  Marina,  Lobos,  and  South  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Basins,  and  the  northern 
portions  of  the  Westside,  Islais  Valley,  and  Visitacion  Valley  Groundwater  Basins;  and 

WHEREAS,  Establishing  the  SFPUC  as  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency  will 
enable  the  SFPUC  to  prepare  and  implement  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Plan  for  the  North 
Westside  Groundwater  Basin;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  is  committed  to  sustainable  management  of  its  groundwater 
resources;  and 

WHEREAS,  Adoption  of  this  Resolution  does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines  Section  15378(b)(5)  including  organizational  and 
administrative  activities  of  government  because  there  would  be  no  direct  or  indirect  physical 
change  in  the  environment;  and 


WHEREAS,  Prior  to  adopting  a resolution  of  intent  to  establish  the  SFPUC  as  a 
Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency,  Water  Code  Section  10723  requires  a local  agency  to  hold  a 
public  hearing,  after  publication  of  notice  pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section  6066, 
on  whether  or  not  to  adopt  a resolution  to  establish  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  6066,  notices  of  a public  hearing  on 
whether  or  not  to  adopt  a resolution  to  establish  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency  were 
published  on  February  23,  2015  and  March  2,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  10,  2015,  this  Commission  held  a public  hearing  regarding 
adoption  of  a resolution  to  establish  the  SFPUC  as  the  Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency  for 
the  Downtown,  Marina,  Lobos,  and  South  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Basins  in  San  Francisco, 
and  the  northern  portions  of  the  Westside,  Islais  Valley,  and  Visitacion  Valley  Groundwater 
Basins  in  San  Francisco;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  establishes  the  SFPUC  as  the  Groundwater 
Sustainability  Agency  for  the  Downtown,  Marina,  Lobos,  and  South  San  Francisco  Groundwater 
Basins  in  San  Francisco,  as  well  as  the  northern  portions  of  the  Westside,  Islais  Valley,  and 
Visitacion  Valley  Groundwater  Basins  in  San  Francisco;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  or  his 
designee  to  provide  a copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  California  Department  of  Water  Resources 
within  30  days  and  to  otherwise  comply  with  the  requirements  of  Water  Code  Section 
10723.8(a). 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0071 


WHEREAS,  On  January  14,  2014,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopted  Resolution  No.  14-0010  approving  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Project, 
which  contemplates  the  sustainable  operation  of  the  North  Westside  Groundwater  Basin  in  San 
Francisco  for  domestic  and  municipal  purposes;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  28,  2014,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopted  Resolution  No.  14-0026,  directing  staff  to  prepare  a Groundwater  Management  Plan 
(GMP)  for  the  North  Westside  Basin  in  accordance  with  California  Water  Code  Sections  10750 
et  seq\  and 

WHEREAS,  on  September  16,  2014,  the  Sustainable  Groundwater  Management  Act  was 
signed  into  law  and  adopted  into  the  California  Water  Code,  commencing  with  Section  10720; 
and 


WHEREAS,  Water  Code  Section  10720.7(b)  encourages  and  authorizes  basins 
designated  by  DWR  as  low  and  very  low  priority,  such  as  the  North  Westside  Basin,  to  be 
managed  under  Groundwater  Sustainability  Plans  (GSPs);  and 

WHEREAS,  California  Water  Code  Section  10727  outlines  the  requirements  for 
preparation  of  GSPs,  which  are  inclusive  of  the  requirements  for  GMPs  in  Water  Code  Section 
10750  et  seq,  and  contain  additional  requirements  regarding  measurable  objectives  and  interim 
milestones  to  achieve  sustainability  goals  for  the  basin;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  GSP  for  the  North  Westside  Basin  will  encompass  and  supersede  the 
GMP  for  the  North  Westside  Basin  that  SFPUC  staff  started  in  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  preparation  and  adoption  of  GSPs  is  exempt  from  environmental  review 
under  California  Water  Code  § 10728.6.  Once  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Plan  has  been 
prepared  and  adopted  by  this  Commission,  approval  of  projects  to  implement  the  GSP  would  be 
subject  to  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA).  A Final  EIR  for 
Project  Number  CUW30103  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project  was  certified 
by  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  on  August  7,  2014.  This  Commission  approved 
Project  No.  CUW30103  and  adopted  CEQA  findings  on  August  12,  2014  under  Resolution  No. 
14-0127;  and 

WHEREAS,  although  the  Westside  Basin  has  been  designated  by  DWR  as  a single  basin, 
it  has  been  divided  administratively  on  the  San  Francisco  County/San  Mateo  County  border; 

WHEREAS,  Water  Code  Section  10727.6  requires  coordination  with  other  agencies 
within  a groundwater  basin  to  ensure  that  plans  utilize  the  same  data  and  methodologies;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  will  enter  into  coordination  agreements  with  the  agencies  in  the 
South  Westside  Basin,  including  the  City  of  Daly  City,  California  Water  Service  Company  of 
California,  and  the  City  of  San  Bruno  (Partner  Agencies),  to  ensure  the  coordinated 


implementation  of  the  GSPs  for  the  entire  Westside  Basin,  consistent  with  the  Regional 
Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project  Operating  Agreement  approved  by  the  Commission 
in  Resolution  No.  14-0127  adopted  August  12,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  will  also  coordinate  with  other  groundwater  pumpers  in  the  North 
Westside  Basin,  including  the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  and  the  San 
Francisco  Golf  Club;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  March  10,  2015,  this  Commission  passed  a resolution  affirming 
SFPUC’s  commitment  to  sustainable  management  of  its  groundwater  resources  and  establishing 
the  SFPUC  as  the  Groundwater  Sustainability  Agency  for  all  seven  groundwater  basins 
underlying  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  including  the  North  Westside  Basin;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  intends  to  draft  a Groundwater  Sustainability  Plan  for 
the  North  Westside  Basin;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  directs  staff  to  prepare  a Groundwater 
Sustainability  Plan  for  the  North  Westside  Basin  in  accordance  with  California  Water  Code 
Sections  10720  et  seq  and  to  return  to  this  Commission  for  consideration  of  adoption  of  the  plan. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0072 


WHEREAS,  On  October  13,  2009,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopted  Resolution  No.  09-0170  (“Environmental  Justice  Policy”)  affirming  and  committing  to 
the  goals  of  environmental  justice  to  prevent,  mitigate,  and  lessen  disproportionate 
environmental  impacts  of  its  activities  on  communities  in  all  SFPUC  service  areas  and  to  ensure 
that  public  benefits  are  shared  across  all  communities;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Environmental  Justice  Policy  affirms  that,  “The  SFPUC  believes  that 
everyone  has  the  right  to  a job  and  reaffirms  its  commitment  as  an  equal  opportunity  provider”; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  Environmental  Justice  Policy  requires  SFPUC  staff  to: 

• recognize  community  need  for  employment  through  continuation  and  expansion  of 
workforce  development  strategies,  including  green  job  opportunities  in  communities 
historically  disproportionately  burdened  by  pollution; 

• identify  new  and  continue  to  implement  existing  initiatives  to  avoid  or  eliminate 
disproportionate  impacts  of  SFPUC  decisions  and  activities  in  all  service  areas;  and 

• continue  to  identify  and  partner  with  organizations  in  order  to  prioritize,  establish  and 
fund  appropriate  activities  to  improve  environmental  justice  performance  in  communities 
already  affected  by  disproportionate  environmental  impacts  of  SFPUC  activities;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  11,  2011,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopted  Resolution  No.  11-0008  (“Community  Benefits  Policy”)  committing  to  achieve 
outcomes  including  the  following: 

• workforce  development,  including  coordination  of  internal  and  external  workforce 
programs  and  strategic  recruitment,  training,  placement,  and  succession  planning  for 
current  and  future  SFPUC  staff  to  ensure  a skilled  and  diverse  workforce; 

• environmental  programs  and  policies  which  preserve  and  expand  clean,  renewable  water 
and  energy  resources,  decrease  pollution,  reduce  environmental  impacts,  and  reward 
proposals  for  innovative  and  creative  new  environmental  programs; 

• economic  development  resulting  from  collaborative  partnerships  which  promote 
contracting  with  local  companies,  hiring  local  workers,  and  providing  efficient, 
renewable  energy  at  reduced  costs;  and 

• use  of  land  in  a way  that  maximizes  health,  environmental  sustainability  and  innovative 
ideas;  and 

WHEREAS,  Gleneagles  Golf  Course  is  a San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  golf  course 
facility  located  in  the  Southeastern  area  of  San  Francisco  that  has  the  potential  to  become  a more 
valuable  resource  to  the  City  and  its  residents;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Office  of  the  Mayor  of  San  Francisco,  Professional  Golfers’  Association 
of  America,  San  Francisco  Housing  Authority,  San  Francisco  Public  Works,  San  Francisco 
Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment,  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  community  groups,  as  well  as  public  and  private  sector  Trades 
Unions  have  considered  the  various  ways  to  enhance  the  public  benefits  from  the  Gleneagles 
Golf  Course;  and 

WHEREAS,  utilization  of  the  Gleneagles  Golf  Course  facilities  for  pre-apprenticeship 
training  will  serve  the  interests  of  the  community  by  providing  career  pathways  for  local  youth  to 
acquire  education  and  skills  to  enhance  their  lives  through  opportunities  to  learn  and  perform 
work  related  to  sustainable  practices  in  golf  course  operations  and  related  activities  (“Job 
Training  Academy”);  and 

WHEREAS,  a Steering  Committee  comprised  of  representatives  from  organized  labor, 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  departments  (including  SFPUC),  non-profit  and  community- 
based  organizations,  as  well  as  business  and  civic  leaders  was  established  to  advise  on  achieving 
the  goals  of  the  Job  Training  Academy;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  shall  continue  to  engage  with  the  Gleneagles  Academy 
Steering  Committee;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Gleneagles  Job  Training  Academy  is  centered  around  a training  center 
that  links  Visitation  Valley,  Excelsior,  and  Portola  job-seekers  with  career  pathways  and 
apprenticeship  in  a variety  of  skill  sets  and  occupations;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Mission  Statement  adopted  by  the  Gleneagles  Steering  Committee 
commits  to  environmental  sustainability  through  the  development  of  new  best  practices  for 
sustainable  golf  and  elevated  environmental  awareness  through  decreased  water  and  pesticide 
usage;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Gleneagles  Job  Training  Academy  will  establish  a new  model  for 
community  employment  and  inclusion  by  supporting  initiatives  such  as  the  First  Tee  Program, 
which  connects  neighbors  in  the  Sunnydale  public  housing  community  with  opportunities  to 
experience  and  enjoy  the  game  of  golf,  and  community  partnerships  that  ensure  Sunnydale 
resident  participation  in  the  Academy;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  finds  that  the  objectives  of  the  proposed  Gleneagles 
Golf  Course  Job  Training  Academy  is  consistent  with  SFPUC’s  Mission,  Community  Benefits 
Policy  and  Environmental  Justice  Policy  by  providing  job  training  with  career  pathways  to 
apprenticeships  and  good-paying  jobs  for  economically  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  residents, 
while  promoting  water  conservation,  sustainable  land  management  practices  and  environmental 
awareness. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  March  24,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  dhood@sfwater.oro  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


±mm*.  !fj$t§*isa>  <4is)  ssAmmmmm  dhoodtasfwater.org 

Donna  Hood  m&, 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.org/index.aspx?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1 . Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  March  10,  2015 

4.  General  Public  Comment 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Dry  Year  Water  Needs 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 


7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  CIP  Quarterly  Report  (Cruz) 

c)  Wastewater  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Report  (Cruz) 

d)  Bond  Sale  Update  (Perl) 

e)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

8.  Citizen  Advisory  Committee  Update  (Aragon) 

9.  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Update  (Kubick) 

10.  BAWSCA  Update  (Sandkulla) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

11.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 
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a)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2615,  8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Installation  on  McAllister,  Fulton  and  Grove  Streets,  in 
the  amount  of  $1,633,030,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  M Squared  Construction.  (Cruz) 
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b)  Approve  Modification  No.  10  to  Contract  No.  WW-525,  Southeast  Water 
Pollution  Control  Plant  Northside  Facility  Reliability  Upgrades-Phase  II,  with  NTK 
Construction,  Inc.,  to  mitigate  vibration  of  the  Return  Activated  Sludge  pumps  and 
motors,  extending  the  contract  duration  by  150  consecutive  calendar  days 

(five  months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1006  consecutive  calendar  days  (two 
years  and  eight  months),  with  no  change  to  the  contract  amount.  (Cruz) 

c)  Reject  bids  for  Contract  No.  WW-608,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 

Sludge  Thickening  Improvements,  Phase  1;  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
re-advertise  the  contract  as  Contract  No.  WW-608R,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  Sludge  Thickening  Improvements,  Phase  1 . (Cruz) 


REGULAR  SESSION 
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5=5  12.  Adopt  Updated  Debt  Management  Policies  and  Procedures  for  the  San 

10  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission.  (Morales) 
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13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-127A,  As-Needed  Building 
Commissioning,  with  EnerNOC,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing  building  energy  systems 
and  building  envelope  commissioning  oversight  to  all  City-owned  new  construction 
and  major  renovations;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $4,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $7,000,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years,  for  total 
agreement  duration  of  nine  years.  (Cruz) 


CD 
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14.  Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-271,  with  San  Francisco 

Planning  and  Urban  Research  to  provide  ongoing  coordination,  public  outreach,  and 
leadership  for  the  Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $150,000,  for  a total  not-to- 
exceed  agreement  amount  of  $1,017,705,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three 
years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  years  and  ten  months.  (Carlin) 


15.  Workshop  #1  - Power  Business  Plan:  First  of  two  workshops  to  discuss  the  Power 
Enterprise  Business  Plan  recommendations  for  business  strategies  and  risk 
mitigation  plans  to  meet  enterprise  goals,  address  changing  regulations  and 
increasing  costs,  and  maintain  and  strengthen  the  financial  stability  of  the  SFPUC’s 
power  operations.  (Hale) 


16.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 


17.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

18.  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  54957  and  Administrative  Code  Section 

67.8(a)(4),  and  San  Francisco  Charter  Section  8B. 126(a):  (Kelly,  Jr.) 

Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring 

Title  of  position  to  be  filled:  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Infrastructure  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

0 54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

• o (Ambrose) 

^ Unlitiqated  Claim: 

i n Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01008 
Date  Filed:  October  30,  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 
Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

A (Mueller) 

o Existing  Litigation: 

^ Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A1 27554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 


23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawl  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF  Interconnection 
Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawl  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER  15-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 


28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

31 . Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

32.  Other  new  business. 
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1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:36  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Courtney 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  March  1 0,  201 5 
On  Motion  to  Approve: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

4.  General  Public  Comment 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Dry  Year  Water  Needs 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

President  Caen  called  Item  8 out  of  order. 

8.  Citizens’  Advisory  Committee  (CAC)  Update 

Ms.  Wendy  Aragon,  CAC  Chair,  provided  a CAC  Update.  She  discussed  leadership 
changes  and  their  2015  priorities.  Ms.  Aragon  invited  the  Commissioners  to  attend 
their  regular  meetings  and  indicated  that  they  are  having  a Special  Joint  Meeting 
with  the  Southeast  Commission  on  April  8. 

President  Caen  thanked  Ms.  Aragon  for  her  report  and  for  their  work. 

Public  Comment 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Water,  provided  a drought 
update.  He  discussed  current  reservoir  storage  levels,  noting  Hetch  Hetchy  is  at 
69  percent  of  maximum  storage.  He  reviewed  cumulative  precipitation; 
Snowpack;  Tuolumne  River  water  available  to  the  City;  Upcountry  6-station 
Precipitation  Index;  Bay  Area  7-station  Precipitation  Index;  Regional  Water 
System  total  deliveries;  and  Total  System  Water  Savings.  He  described  State 
Water  Resources  Control  Board  conservation  actions,  stating  that  emergency 
actions  adopted  last  year  were  extended  and  additional  actions  were  added.  Mr. 
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Ritchie  noted  activities  that  are  taking  place  by  other  water  agencies;  and  he 
provided  a brief  conclusion. 

AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  San 
Francisco’s  conservation  efforts  and  the  water  use  by  residential  and  irrigation 
customers. 

AGM  Ritchie  and  GM  Kelly  responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor 
regarding  the  possibility  of  not  issuing  new  water  meters. 

b)  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  CIP  Quarterly  Report 

Mr.  Emilio  Cruz,  AGM,  Infrastructure,  provided  a summary  of  the  HHWP 
Quarterly  Report.  He  discussed  issues  with  the  small  hydro  University  Mound 
Project;  Streetlight  Project;  Load  Monitoring  Projects;  and  Interconnection 
Agreements. 

AGM  Cruz  offered  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding 
the  metrics  used  for  repair  and  replacement  projects.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

In  response  to  a follow-up  question  from  President  Caen,  AGM  Cruz  provided  a 
historical  preservation  perspective  on  the  Coast  Range  and  Mountain  Tunnel 
Projects. 

Mr.  Cruz  stated  that  Ms.  Kubick  would  respond  to  a question  from  Commissioner 
Moran  regarding  SSIP  risk  during  her  presentation. 

Public  Comment 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  expressed  pleasure  with  the  information 
provided  regarding  the  Coast  Range  Tunnel. 

c)  Wastewater  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Report 

AGM  Cruz  briefly  discussed  cost  increases  associated  with  the  Oxygenation 
Plant  and  noted  actions  being  taken. 

d)  Bond  Sale  Update 

Mr.  Rich  Morales,  Debt  Manager,  provided  an  update  on  the  recent  Bond  Sale 
Pricing.  He  indicated  that  $429. 6M  of  Water  Refunding  Bonds  were  sold,  which 
resulted  in  $48. 6M  of  ratepayer  savings.  He  noted  that  the  ratings  agencies 
affirmed  the  SFPUC’s  strong  bond  ratings.  He  briefly  discussed  investor  outreach 
and  negotiations  efforts.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

President  Caen  thanked  Mr.  Morales  and  staff  for  their  extraordinary  efforts. 

GM  Kelly  informed  the  Commission  that,  due  to  an  unforeseen  conflict,  AGM 
Cruz  will  be  leaving  his  position  as  AGM  of  SFPUC  Infrastructure  effective  April 
14. 
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Mr.  Cruz  expressed  disappointment  that  he  must  leave  his  position.  He  thanked 
the  GM  for  his  leadership  and  the  staff  for  their  work. 

President  Caen,  Commissioner  Moran,  and  Vice  President  Vietor  expressed  their 
sadness  over  the  Mr.  Cruz’s  departure.  They  thanked  him  for  his  integrity,  talent 
and  work. 

e)  CCA  Update 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  announced  that  Mr.  Michael  Hyams  was 
appointed  as  Acting  Director  of  the  CCA  Program,  and  she  provided  a summary 
of  his  background. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  legislative  reforms.  She  discussed  changes  that  are  being 
sought  regarding  contracting  requirements,  which  will  give  the  SFPUC  increased 
authority  to  use  standard  contracts  used  in  the  electric  market. 

Commissioner  Vietor  expressed  concern  with  the  timeline  on  contracting  and 
stakeholder  engagement.  AGM  Hale  discussed  actions  being  taken  to  meet  the 
timeline. 

GM  Kelly  provided  additional  response  on  current  contracting  requirements  and 
noted  complications  associated  with  changing  those  requirements.  He  stated  that 
every  effort  is  being  made  to  meet  the  timeline  and  accelerate  it  whenever 
possible. 

Vice  President  Vietor  expressed  additional  concerns  with  the  ability  to  meet  the 
timeline.  GM  Kelly  noted  that  although  some  items  may  slip,  there  is  float  in  the 
schedule,  and  that  the  goal  is  to  meet  the  overall  timeline  and  the  scheduled 
launch  date.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

AGM  Hale  continued  her  presentation,  discussing  upcoming  steps  including 
presenting  the  program  design  and  rates  to  stakeholders,  advisors,  and  the 
Citizens’  Advisory  Committee.  She  stated  that  staff  will  present  the  Program 
design  and  not-to-exceed  rates  to  the  Commission  on  April  14  and  then  the  Rate 
Fairness  Board  on  April  17,  earlier  than  scheduled  on  the  timeline. 

President  Caen  expressed  her  concern  with  buying  power  10  years  in  advance 
under  any  contracts.  GM  Kelly  provided  response. 

Vice  President  Vietor  reviewed  upcoming  items  scheduled  on  the  timeline. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks  discussed  stakeholder  meetings  and  the  need  for  advocate 
participation.  He  provided  thoughts  on  the  timeline. 

• Ms.  Jess  Dervin-Ackerman,  Sierra  Club  SF  Bay  Chapter,  provided  thoughts  on 
the  timeline  and  expressed  her  desire  to  see  the  program  design  on  April  14. 
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• Mr.  Jason  Fried , LAFCo  Executive  Officer,  congratulated  Mr.  Hyams  on  his 
appointment.  Fie  thanked  staff  for  moving  up  the  Rate  Fairness  Board  hearing. 
He  expressed  concern  with  the  legislative  piece  of  the  timeline.  He  discussed 
the  stakeholder  meetings  and  noted  everyone  is  invited  to  participate. 

Vice  President  Vietor  asked  staff  to  engage  the  public  and  stakeholders  as 
soon  as  possible. 

GM  Kelly  concurred.  He  provided  additional  comments  and  offered  thoughts 
on  light  and  dark  green  options.  Brief  discussion  ensued.  Mr.  Hyams  provided 
additional  clarification  on  the  light  and  dark  green  options. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350  San  Francisco,  expressed  agreement  with  previous 
speakers  and  a desire  that  the  not-to-exceed  rates  be  set  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  provided  thoughts  on  the  timeline. 

9.  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  (SSIP)  Quarterly  Update 

Ms.  Karen  Kubick,  SSIP  Director,  provided  a SSIP  quarterly  update.  She  indicated 
62  projects  are  in  progress,  with  most  in  planning  or  pre-planning.  She  stated  five 
projects  are  in  construction,  and  noted  that  $0. 123B  has  been  expended. 

She  discussed  the  Program-wide  status,  stating  the  current  focus  is  on  the 
Southeast  Plan  (SEP)  Project  Integration.  She  touched  on  the  Oceanside  Plant 
Project  Integration;  Small  business  and  job  analysis;  and  SEP  design  visioning 
workshop. 

Ms.  Kubick  provided  an  update  on  pre-construction  activities:  SEP  New  Headworks 
Facility  (Grit)  Project;  Central  Bay  side  Improvement  Project;  and  Biosolids  Digester 
Facilities  Project. 

She  discussed  pre-construction  activities:  Green  Infrastructure  Early  Implementation 
Projects;  and  Urban  Watershed  Assessment.  She  offered  a construction  update  on 
current  and  upcoming  projects.  Ms.  Kubick  concluded  by  discussing  stakeholder 
engagement  activities  and  discussed  a SSIP  music  video  that  interns  developed. 

In  response  to  an  earlier  question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  SSIP  risk, 

Ms.  Kubick  stated  she  would  offer  a presentation  at  a subsequent  meeting.  She 
provided  the  Commission  with  a pocket  summary  of  SSIP  facts. 

Commissioner  Moran  requested  that  a third  party  audit  be  conducted  for  the 
processes  for  scoping  projects;  Conceptual  engineering;  and  on  how  projects  are  bid 
and  managed,  to  ensure  best  practices  are  being  met. 

Public  Comment 
None. 
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10.  BAWSCA  Update 

Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  read  a statement  regarding  the  Mountain  Tunnel.  A 
copy  of  the  written  statement  was  provided  to  the  Commission  and  Commission 
Secretary.  BAWSCA  requests  that  a comprehensive  plan  be  provided  by  May  1. 

GM  Kelly  stated  that  a Project  schedule  is  in  place  and  will  be  discussed  at  the  next 
meeting. 

AGM  Cruz  offered  additional  comment  on  the  Project.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 
Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  Our  City  San  Francisco  and  San  Francisco  Green  Party, 
expressed  thoughts  on  water  issues,  use,  and  the  need  for  additional 
conservation.  Fie  discussed  agriculture  industries  water  use. 

The  Commission  recessed  at  3:38  PM;  and  reconvened  at  3:50  PM. 

1 1 . Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2615,  8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Installation  on  McAllister.  Fulton  and  Grove  Streets,  in  the 
amount  of  $1 ,633,030,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder. 
M Squared  Construction.  (Resolution  15-0074) 

b)  Approve  Modification  No.  10  to  Contract  No.  WW-525,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  Northside  Facility  Reliability  Upqrades-Phase  II,  with  NTK 
Construction.  Inc.,  to  mitigate  vibration  of  the  Return  Activated  Sludge  pumps  and 
motors,  extending  the  contract  duration  by  150  consecutive  calendar  days  (five 
months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1 006  consecutive  calendar  days  (two 
years  and  eight  months),  with  no  change  to  the  contract  amount.  (Resolution  15- 
0075) 

c)  Reject  bids  for  Contract  No.  WW-608,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Sludge  Thickening  Improvements.  Phase  1;  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  re- 
advertise the  contract  as  Contract  No.  WW-608R,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  Sludge  Thickening  Improvements.  Phase  1.  (Resolution  15-0076) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  Items  1 la  through  1 1c: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

12.  Adopt  Updated  Debt  Management  Policies  and  Procedures  for  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission.  (Resolution  15-0077) 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  staff  for  the  red-line  version  which  aided  in  reviewing 
changes. 
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Mr.  Morales  responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Vietor  regarding  the 
“ Green  Bond”  designation. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  12: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-127A,  As-Needed  Building 
Commissioning,  with  EnerNOC,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing  building  energy  systems 
and  building  envelope  commissioning  oversight  to  all  City-owned  new  construction 
and  major  renovations;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $4,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $7,000,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years,  for  total 
agreement  duration  of  nine  years.  (Resolution  15-0078) 

AGM  Hale  Introduced  the  Item,  provided  a brief  background,  and  requested 
Commission  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  13: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

14.  Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-271,  with  San  Francisco  Planning 
and  Urban  Research  to  provide  ongoing  coordination,  public  outreach,  and 
leadership  for  the  Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $150,000,  for  a total  not-to- 
exceed  agreement  amount  of  $1 ,01 7,705,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three  years, 
for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  years  and  ten  months.  (Resolution  15-0079) 
Deputy  GM  Michael  Carlin  introduced  the  item. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  14: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

President  Caen  stated  that  Item  15  will  be  continued  to  a later  date.  She  suggested  a 
separate  meeting  for  the  workshops. 

15.  Workshop  #1  - Power  Business  Plan:  First  of  two  workshops  to  discuss  the  Power 
Enterprise  Business  Plan  recommendations  for  business  strategies  and  risk 
mitigation  plans  to  meet  enterprise  goals,  address  changing  regulations  and 
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increasing  costs,  and  maintain  and  strengthen  the  financial  stability  of  the  SFPUC’s 
power  operations. 


16.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

17.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  Assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:00  PM. 

18.  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  54957  and  Administrative  Code  Section 
67.8(a)(4),  and  San  Francisco  Charter  Section  8B. 126(a): 

Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring 

Title  of  position  to  be  filled:  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Infrastructure  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitigated  Claim: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01008 
Date  Filed:  October  30,  2014 
(Resolution  15-0080) 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529309 
Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013:  Served  June  6,  2013 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 
Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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Court  of  Appeal  of  the  State  of  California,  First  Appellate  District,  Division  Five 
Case  No.:  A127554/Date  Filed:  January  29,  2010 
Resolution  (15-0081) 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
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28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:44  PM. 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  1 9 and  22,  and 
that  no  other  action  was  taken. 

31 . Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

32.  Other  new  business 
None. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:45  PM. 


Donna  Hood 
Commission  Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0074 


WHEREAS,  Water  Enterprise  Local  Conveyance/Distribution  System  Program-funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2615,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Installation  on  McAllister,  Fulton  and 
Grove  Streets,  was  advertised  on  November  24,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $1,700,000,  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$1,700,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  install  approximately  5,300  feet  of  ductile  iron 
pipe  and  ancillary  service  pipe  and  renew  approximately  2,300  feet  of  service  pipes;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  345  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  August  20,  2014,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that 
Project  No.  CUW2600143,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Installation  on  McAllister,  Fulton 
and  Grove  Streets  was  determined  to  be  statutorily  exempt  under  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA);  and 

WHEREAS,  Six  (6)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  January  22,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  M Squared  Construction  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  16%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  18%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW2600143,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Water  Main  Installation  on  McAllister,  Fulton  and  Grove  Streets;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  Water  Enterprise  Local  Conveyance/Distribution  System  Program-funded  Contract  No. 
WD-2615,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Installation  on  McAllister,  Fulton  and  Grove  Streets, 
in  the  amount  of  $1,633,030,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M 
Squared  Construction. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0075 


WHEREAS,  On  August  14,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0146,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP)- 
funded  Contract  No.  WW-525,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  (SEWPCP)  Northside 
Facility  Reliability  Upgrades  Phase  2,  to  NTK  Constmction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  October  9, 
2012; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $1 1,160,000  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  656  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1-5  were  issued  for  $1,116,000  to  upgrade  the  electrical 
and  mechanical  systems  and  modify  the  hydraulic  Power  Unit  including  the  Instrumentation  and 
Control  Systems,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $12,276,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  Increase  to  Cost  Contingency  was  approved  (Resolution  No.  14-0005, 
January  14,  2014)  for  $470,997  to  account  for  unanticipated  essential  electrical  and  I&C  work, 
increasing  the  total  contract  contingency  amount  to  $1,586,997,  increasing  the  total  contract 
amount  limit  to  $12,746,997;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  6-7  were  issued  for  $447,686  to  address  unforeseen 
electrical  work,  valves  and  pump  upgrades,  construction  of  temporary  electrical  enclosure, 
repairing  of  flood  damaged  electrical  equipment,  extra  coating  work  and  other  related 
mechanical  and  electrical  modifications,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $12,723,686,  and  for 
a non-compensable  time  extension  of  50  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration 
of  706  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  8 was  approved  (Resolution  No.  14-0145,  September  23, 
2014)  for  $310,000  to  complete  the  remaining  work  for  Return  Activated  Sludge  pumps,  motors 
and  related  control  and  monitoring  systems,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $13,033,686,  and 
for  a non-compensable  time  extension  of  150  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  856  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  9 was  issued  for  reconciliation  of  the  completed  work  bid 
items  and  formation  of  a new  contingency  allowance  bid  item  for  the  remaining  work;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  10  is  being  requested  for  a non-compensable  time 
extension  of  150  consecutive  calendar  days  to  mitigate  vibration  of  the  Return  Activated  Sludge 
(RAS)  pumps  and  motors  in  compliance  with  the  Hydraulic  Institute  (HI)  acceptance  limits  and 
International  Organization  for  Standardization  (ISO)  acceptance  criteria  respectively,  and  due  to 
cancellation  of  the  required  plant  shut-down,  extending  the  contract  duration  to  1006  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and 


WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  subcontracting  goal  of  8.00%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  participation  was  originally  established  for  this  construction  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CENMSCIC37-  WWE  Facility 
Reliability  Improvements  (SEP  Northside);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  10  to  WWE,  CIP- 
funded  Contract  WW-525,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Northside  Facility 
Reliability  Upgrades-Phase  II  , with  NTK  Construction,  Inc.,  for  a non-compensable  time 
extension  of  150  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1006  consecutive 
calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0076 


WHEREAS,  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-608, 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Sludge  Thickening  Improvements,  Phase  1 was 
advertised  on  January  16,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $2,200,000; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  425  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  (2)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  February  19,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  One  (1)  bid  remains  as  of  March  25,  2015  because  the  other  bid  was 
withdrawn  with  approval  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney’s  Office;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  recommends,  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City,  to  reject  the  single 
remaining  bid  since  this  bid  exceeded  the  Engineer’s  Estimate,  and  to  re-advertise;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  subcontracting  goal  of  19%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE06  - Primary  Sludge 
Handling  Improvements;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  rejects  all  bids  for  Sewer  System 
Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-608,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Sludge  Thickening  Improvements,  Phase  1;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC 
to  re-advertise  the  contract  as  Contract  No.  WW-608R,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Sludge  Thickening  Improvements,  Phase  1,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the 
Commission  with  a recommendation  for  award. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0077 


WHEREAS,  The  Commission  is  authorized  under  Proposition  E,  codified  as  Article 
VIIB  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  (the  “Charter”)  to  issue  revenue  bonds,  including  notes, 
commercial  paper  or  other  forms  of  indebtedness,  when  authorized  by  ordinance  approved  by  a 
two-thirds  vote  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  for  the  purpose  of  reconstructing,  replacing, 
expanding,  repairing  or  improving  water  facilities  or  clean  water  facilities,  or  combinations  of 
water  and  clean  water  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  recommended  practice  that  a governmental  entity,  such  as  the 
Commission,  which  issues  debt  establishes  written  debt  management  policies  and  procedures  to 
reflect  the  entity’s  mission  and  objectives  in  connection  with  debt  management;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  further  recommended  that  the  debt  management  policies  and  procedures 
include  a description  of  the  types  and  purposes  of  debt,  the  legal  authorization  and  approval 
process,  the  limitations  on  issuance,  ongoing  administration  and  related  matters;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  further  recommended  that  the  established  debt  management  policies 
and  procedures  be  reviewed  periodically  and  updated  as  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  previously  approved  Debt  Management  Policies  and 
Procedures  in  March  2004,  February  2010;  and  April  9,  2013  and  staff  has  recently  completed  a 
review  of  such  policies  and  updated  same;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  adopt  the  attached  Debt  Management  Policies  and 
Procedures  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0078 


WHEREAS,  On  February  8,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0029,  this  Commission 
awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-127A,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,000,000  and  with  a term  of  seven 
years,  concluding  on  March  1,  2018,  with  EnerNOC,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $4,000,000  and  with  a time 
extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $7,000,000  and  a total 
agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  to  enable  the  SFPUC  Green  Building  Commissioning  Program 
to  meet  the  City’s  major  construction  projects  sustainability  goals  including  the  additional  US 
Green  Building  Council  requirements  for  building  enclosure  commissioning;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub-consulting  goal  of  10%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for 
this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  multiple  project  budgets  associated  with  Water, 
Wastewater,  and  Power  Enterprises  at  the  time  of  Task  Order  issuance;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-127A,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning  with  EnerNOC,  Inc.,  and  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the 
agreement  up  to  $4,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $7,000,000,  and  with 
a time  extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  24,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0079 


WHEREAS,  On  July  14,  2012,  this  Commission  awarded  Wastewater  Enterprise, 
FY14/15  Capital  Program  funded  Agreement  No.  CS-271,  Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan  Phase  2 
Coastal  Management  Agreement,  Planning,  Design,  Engineering  and  Outreach  Services,  and 
authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $750,000,  and  with  a 
term  of  two  years,  concluding  on  August  13,  2014,  with  San  Francisco  Planning  and  Urban 
Research  (SPUR). 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.l  was  issued  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  six  months, 
for  a total  agreement  duration  of  two  years  and  six  months,  and  no  change  in  agreement  value,  in 
order  to  allow  SPUR  to  continue  development  and  implementation  of  the  coastal  management 
recommendations  associated  with  the  Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 was  issued  for  $117,705  and  with  a time  extension  of 
four  months,  increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $867,705  and  the  total 
agreement  duration  to  two  years  and  ten  months,  in  order  to  address  the  immediate  erosion 
concerns  at  Ocean  Beach  and  finalize  the  Immediate  Action  Plan  and  Interim  Management  Plan 
outlined  in  the  Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan  Coastal  Management  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  3 is  being  requested  for  $150,000  and  with  a time 
extension  of  three  years,  increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $1,017,705  and 
the  total  agreement  duration  to  five  years  and  ten  months,  in  order  to  allow  SPUR  to  continue 
providing  coordination,  facilitation,  and  public  outreach  services  for  the  Ocean  Beach  Master 
Plan  Coastal  Management  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B.8(A)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
the  San  Francisco  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  waived  the  Local  Business  Enterprise 
subcontracting  goals  for  this  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  the  Wastewater  Enterprise 
FY14/15  Capital  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  3 to  Wastewater 
Enterprise,  FY14/15  Capital  Program-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-271,  Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan 
Phase  2 Coastal  Management  Agreement,  Planning,  Design,  Engineering  and  Outreach,  with 
SPUR,  to  continue  providing  coordination,  public  outreach,  and  management  services  for  the 
Ocean  Beach  Master  Plan  Coastal  Management  Agreement,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $150,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$1,017,705,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  years 
and  ten  months. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  Man 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 
Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  April  14,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater  orq 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.qranicus-Com/ViewPublisher.php?view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724:  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  1 9 Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.ora.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


(415)  554 mmmmm.  dhoodtasfwater.orR 

Donna  Hood  }S±t, 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance ” (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrativo  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comisibn  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater  org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission  s action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31 .16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planning.orq/index.aspx?paqe=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  March  24,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comment 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Annual  Electric  Reliability  Compliance  Report 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 


7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  Progress  Report,  Ratepayer  Assurance  Policy  (Horn) 

c)  Recognition  of  Mr.  Emilio  Cruz  (Carlin) 

8.  CCA  Update  (Hale) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3165,  Fax : (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

9.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  reguests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-222,  High  Efficiency  Clothes 
Washer  Rebate  Initiative  with  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  to  continue  an 
ongoing  program  to  process  and  administer  rebates  to  SFPUC  customers;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  contract  amendment,  increasing 


the  agreement  by  $200,000,  for  a total  agreement  amount  of  $2,100,000,  and 
with  a time  extension  of  two  years  and  six  months.  (Ritchie) 


b) 
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d) 


Approve  the  selection  of  Structus  Inc.  and  SOHA/Bittleston  JV;  Award 
Agreement  Nos.  CS-372A  and  CS-372B,  Structural  Engineering  Services  for  the 
Seismic  Upgrade  of  Facilities  in  the  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  professional  services 
agreements  with  Structus  Inc.  (CS-372A)  and  SOHA/Bittleston  JV  (CS-372B), 
each  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $2,500,000  and  with  a duration  of  eight 
years.  (How) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-978,  San 
Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  Cashman  Creek,  in  the  amount  of 
$513,880,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Trinet 
Construction  Inc.,  to  replace  65  linear  feet  of  56-Inch  diameter  pipe  and 
associated  concrete  blow-off  structure.  (How) 

Award  Contract  No.  JOC-54,  Micro-Local  Business  Enterprise  Set-Aside, 
Electrical  for  San  Francisco,  Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo  and  Alameda  Counties,  for 
a not-to-exceed  amount  of  $1,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  Mitchell  Engineering,  to  perform  electrical  contracting  tasks  for 
all  SFPUC  Enterprise  Operations  and  Bureaus.  (How) 
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e)  Accept  work  performed  by  Synergy  Project  Management  for  Contract  No.  WW- 
503,  Richmond  District  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $3,875,439  (of  which  $2,793, 1 78  is  funded  by  WWE  and 
$1,082,261  is  funded  by  DPW),  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  411 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year  and  one  month);  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (How) 


to  f)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2783,  As- 
® Needed  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  at  various  locations,  in  the  amount 
^ of  $6,976,992,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  A.  Ruiz 
•'H  Construction  Company  & Associates  Incorporated.  (How) 


REGULAR  SESSION 


10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-204,  Engineering  Services, 

Fish  Passage  Facilities  within  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed,  as  a sub-project  to  the 
Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  URS  Corporation  to  provide  additional 
final  design  and  engineering  support  during  construction,  start-up,  commissioning, 
cd  and  close-out  of  the  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
— execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,964,580,  for  a total  not- 
__j  to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $4,264,580,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two 
years  and  four  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and  two 
months.  (How) 
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15. 

16. 


Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-385,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
(SJPL)  System  Control  Engineering  Services,  with  Tullis  Engineering  Consultants,  to 
complete  system-wide  testing  of  the  SJPL;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  agreement  duration  by  one  year  and  11 
months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  two  years  and  1 1 months;  with  no  change 
to  the  agreement  amount.  (How) 

Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-1019,  Administration  of  the 
Project  Pull  Internship  Program,  with  the  Japanese  Community  Youth  Council,  to 
continue  providing  administrative  services  and  technical  assistance  for  the  Program; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the 
agreement  by  $2,500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$3,400,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  four  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration 
of  seven  years  and  six  months.  (How) 

Approve  an  increase  to  the  previously  approved  construction  contract  duration 
contingency  for  Contract  No.  WD-2548,  Lake  Merced  Pump  Station  Essential 
Upgrade,  with  Western  Water  Constructors,  of  up  to  275  consecutive  calendar 
days  (approximately  nine  months);  and  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve 
future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to 
2,405  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  six  years  and  seven  months). 

(How) 

Approve  an  increase  to  SFPUC’s  FY  2014-15  Overtime  Budget  to  complete  the 
fiscal  year  and  authorizing  the  General  Manager  to  request  the  Mayor  to  submit  a 
supplemental  appropriation  request  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  (Horn) 

Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

17.  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  54957  and  Administrative  Code  Section 

67.8(a)  (4),  and  San  Francisco  Charter  Section  8B. 126(a):  (Carlin) 

Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring 

Title  of  position  to  be  filled:  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Infrastructure  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

18.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  - Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  673.8(a)  (2): 

Property:  1800  Jerrold  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  CA 


1500i>4  i 500J3 


Persons  Negotiating: 

SFPUC:  Shelby  Campbell,  Karen  Kubick,  Michael  Carlin,  Kathy  How,  and  Rosanna 
Russell 

San  Francisco  Office  of  Contract  Administration:  John  Updike  and  Claudia  Gorham 


Under  Negotiation:  Price  ( ) Terms  of  Payment  ( ) Both  (XX) 


19. 


Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Rothschild) 

Unlitigated  Claim 

Paul  Lee  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-01533/Date  Filed:  January  2,  2015 


Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (2)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Ambrose) 


Anticipated  Litigation-  As  Defendant  - Multiple  Cases 


Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.1 0 (d)  (1 ) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.  v.  Donnie  Thomas,  et  al 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 0-502809 
City  Attorney  File  Number:  080901/Date  Filed:  August  19,  2010 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 


23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.1 0 (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 


Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
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29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

31 . Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

32.  Adopt  a Resolution  authorizing  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an  employment 
contract  for  the  position  of  Assistant  General  Manager  - Infrastructure,  with 
Kathryn  How,  for  a term  of  one  year,  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  8B.  126(b). 

(Carlin) 

33.  Adopt  a Resolution  authorizing  the  General  Manager  to  request  the  Mayor  and 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  a Supplemental  Appropriation  in  the  amount  of 
$1 .75  million  for  the  Wastewater  Enterprise,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  claims 
settlements,  legal  expenses,  litigation  costs,  judgments  and  related  expenses. 

(Horn) 

34.  Other  new  business. 
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Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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Tuesday,  April  14,  2015 


(As  Approved  on  April  28,  2015) 
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1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
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San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 
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For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secetary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.coin/ViewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:34  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  March  24,  201 5 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  March  24,  2015  minutes 
Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

4.  General  Public  Comment 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Annual  Electric  Reliability  Compliance  Report 

Commissioner  Moran  requested  that  staff  respond  to  the  outstanding 
Commission  questions  as  detailed  in  item  5a. 

Public  Comment 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM)  Water,  provided  a drought 
update.  He  discussed  current  reservoir  storage  levels;  Cumulative  precipitation; 
Snow  pack;  Tuolumne  River  water  available  to  the  City;  Upcountry  six-station 
precipitation  index;  Bay  Area  seven-station  precipitation  index;  Total  deliveries; 
and  total  system  water  savings. 

AGM  Ritchie  reviewed  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  actions,  noting 
additional  actions  implemented  on  March  17,  2015,  and  provided  a summary  of 
other  activities  taken  by  the  SFPUC.  Mr.  Ritchie  summarized  requirements  of  the 
Governor’s  April  1 Executive  Order;  Discussed  State  Water  Board  regulatory 
framework;  and  anticipated  San  Francisco  actions. 

Mr.  Ritchie  outlined  steps  the  SFPUC  will  take  to  notify  retail  customers  of 
possible  leaks.  He  responded  to  questions  from  Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor 
regarding  the  leak  notification  process,  and  the  effect  of  use  reduction  on  the 
revenue.  Deputy  General  Manager  (DGM)  Carlin  provided  clarification  on  retail 
versus  wholesale  rates.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 
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b)  Progress  Report,  Ratepayer  Assurance  Policy 

Ms.  Nancy  Horn,  Interim  AGM  Business  Services  and  CFO,  provided  an  update 
on  the  Ratepayer  Assurance  Policy  (Policy).  Ms.  Horn  discussed  Policy 
objectives,  as  adopted  October  2012;  Policy  progress;  Ratepayer  Assurance 
Scorecard  (independent  report  by  the  San  Francisco  Controller);  and  discussed 
future  considerations. 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  Ms.  Flom  for  her  presentation.  Fie  expressed 
concern  with  the  Scorecard,  stating  it  thinly  relates  to  the  Policy.  He  provided  a 
historical  summary  of  Policy,  the  reasoning  behind  Policy  development  and 
Policy  statements.  He  requested  that  staff  develop  a report  to  adequately 
measure  performance  to  policies  within  the  Rate  Payer  Assurance  Policy.  Brief 
discussion  ensued. 

c)  Recognition  of  Mr.  Emilio  Cruz 

DGM  Carlin  read  a ceremonial  resolution  honoring  Mr.  Emilio  Cruz  for  his  service 
as  AGM  of  Infrastructure. 

Mr.  Cruz  thanked  the  Commission  for  the  honor.  He  reviewed  his  SFPUC  career 
and  accomplishments.  He  thanked  GM  Kelly  and  the  Infrastructure  staff  for  their 
work  and  support. 

President  Caen,  Commissioner  Courtney,  and  VP  Vietor  each  expressed  their 
thanks  to  Mr.  Cruz,  and  wished  him  well. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Green  Party/Our  City,  thanked  Mr.  Cruz  for  his 
service.  He  offered  thoughts  on  desalination. 

8.  CCA  Update 

DGM  Carlin  provided  brief  introductory  comments  and  introduced  Ms.  Barbara  Hale, 
AGM,  Power. 

AGM  Hale  began  by  providing  a summary  of  the  agenda,  and  discussed  proposed 
program  objectives:  (1)  Lead  with  affordable  and  reliable  service;  (2)  Develop 
cleaner  energy  supply;  and  (3)  Develop  new  infrastructure  and  create  local  jobs. 

Ms.  Hale  reviewed  the  implementation  schedule,  which  includes  decision  points  and 
key  milestones.  Ms.  Hale  discussed  the  SFPUC  legislative  proposal  and  provided  a 
historical  background.  Ms.  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor  on  the 
electric  industry  standard  contract  for  power  purchase. 

AGM  Hale  continued,  discussing  the  two  target  product  offerings  at  launch:  (1) 
Default  Product  Proposal,  which  will  compete  with  the  PG&E  basic  product;  and  (2) 
the  Premium  Product  Proposal  (opt-up),  which  will  compete  with  the  PG&E  green 
tariff,  and  briefly  discussed  each  Proposal. 
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Ms.  Hale  discussed  build-out  and  additional  customer  services  (supply  programs; 
and  energy  efficiency  and  demand  response  programs);  Customer  roll-out  plan;  Not- 
to-Exceed  Rate  Proposals  for  default  and  premium  products;  Scheduled  for  Rate 
Fairness  Board  consideration  April  17;  and  Estimated  Gross  and  Net  Revenues. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor  on  the  program  costs  and 
design;  and  to  questions  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  net  energy  metering 
and  tariff  programs;  Premium  Product  rate  setting  based  on  the  PG&E  green  tariff 
premium;  and  net  revenue. 

President  Caen  asked  a question  on  the  cost  for  the  dark  green  product,  and  about 
customer  participation  in  a dark  green  offering  with  other  CCA  programs.  Ms.  Hale 
provided  response  and  brief  discussion  ensued.  Ms.  Hale  responded  to  additional 
questions  about  the  projected  PG&E  green  tariff  and  costs,  and  if  it  is  possible  to 
have  “greener  for  less”. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City,  commended  staff  for  their  work.  He 
stated  that  the  local  build  out  plan  (behind  the  meter)  is  missing,  and  that  the 
LAFCO  Consultant  report  needs  to  be  finalized. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350  Bay  Area,  thanked  staff  for  their  report.  He  noted  the  dark 
green,  not-to-exceed  rate  is  below  what  was  previously  expected  for  the  program 
with  Shell.. 

• Ms.  Lisn  Hies,  Sierra  Club,  requested  that  implementation,  with  as  much 
renewable  generation  as  possible,  happen  soon. 

• Ms.  Ruth  Sakheim  thanked  the  Commission  for  their  support  of  CCA. 

• Ms.  Annmarie  Donjacour,  350  San  Francisco,  expressed  excitement  for  the 
program  and  asked  for  clarification  on  the  opt-in/out  process. 

• Ms.  Jess  Dervin  Ackerman,  Sierra  Club,  asked  that  the  schedule  be  maintained; 
expressed  her  excitement  for  the  rates  hearing;  and  spoke  about  the  need  for 
outreach. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  stated  the  first  stakeholder  meeting  went  well.  He  spoke 
to  other  CCA  green  tariff  programs;  marketing  the  dark/light  green  options;  and 
the  build-out  plan. 

9.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-222,  High  Efficiency  Clothes 
Washer  Rebate  Initiative  with  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company,  to  continue  an 
ongoing  program  to  process  and  administer  rebates  to  SFPUC  customers;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  contract  amendment,  increasing 
the  agreement  by  $200,000,  for  a total  agreement  amount  of  $2,100,000,  and  with 
a time  extension  of  two  years  and  six  months.  (Resolution  15-0082) 

b)  Approve  the  selection  of  Structus  Inc,  and  SOHA/Bittleston  JV;  Award  Agreement 
Nos.  CS-372A  and  CS-372B,  Structural  Engineering  Services  for  the  Seismic 
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Upgrade  of  Facilities  in  the  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program;  and  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  professional  services  agreements 
with  Structus  Inc.  (CS-372A)  and  SOHA/Bittleston  JV  (CS-372B),  each  for  an 
amount  not-to-exceed  $2,500,000  and  with  a duration  of  eight  years.  (Resolution 
15-0083) 

c)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-978,  San 
Joaguin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  Cashman  Creek,  in  the  amount  of 
$513,880,  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Trinet 
Construction  Inc.,  to  replace  65  linear  feet  of  56-Inch  diameter  pipe  and 
associated  concrete  blow-off  structure.  (Resolution  15-0084) 

d)  Award  Contract  No.  JOC-54,  Micro-Local  Business  Enterprise  Set-Aside. 

Electrical  for  San  Francisco.  Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo  and  Alameda  Counties,  for  a 
not-to-exceed  amount  of  $1,000,000  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  Mitchell  Engineering,  to  perform  electrical  contracting  tasks  for 
all  SFPUC  Enterprise  Operations  and  Bureaus.  (Resolution  15-0085) 

e)  Accept  work  performed  by  Synergy  Project  Management  for  Contract  No.  WW- 
503,  Richmond  District  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $3,875,439  (of  which  $2,793,1 78  is  funded  by  WWE  and 

$1 ,082,261  is  funded  by  DPW),  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  41 1 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year  and  one  month);  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor,  (Resolution  15-0087) 

f)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2783,  As- 
Needed  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  at  various  locations,  in  the  amount 
of  $6,976,992,  to  the  lowest,  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  A,  Ruiz 
Construction  Company  & Associates  Incorporated.  (Resolution  15-0086) 

Commissioner  Moran  requested  that  Item  9e  be  removed  from  the  Consent 
Calendar. 

On  Motion  to  approve  items  9a  through  9d,  and  9f: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

With  regard  to  item  9e,  Commissioner  Moran  expressed  concern  with  the  minority 
contractor  bid  preference  participation  estimate,  which  was  less  than  expected. 

He  asked  that  staff  look  into  the  specifics  and  report  back. 

On  Motion  to  approve  items  9e: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 
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10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-204,  Engineering  Services.  Fish 
Passage  Facilities  within  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed,  as  a sub-proiect  to  the 
Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project,  with  URS  Corporation  to  provide  additional 
final  design  and  engineering  support  during  construction,  start-up,  commissioning, 
and  close-out  of  the  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1 ,964,580,  for  a total  not-to- 
exceed  agreement  amount  of  $4,264,580,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years 
and  four  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and  two  months. 
(Resolution  15-0088) 

VP  Vietor  left  the  room  at  3:54  PM. 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  Acting  AGM  Infrastructure,  introduced  the  item  and  responded  to  a 
question  from  President  Caen  regarding  the  cost  and  the  time  extension. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  10: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

11.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-385,  San  Joaguin  Pipeline  (SJPL) 
System  Control  Engineering  Services,  with  Tullis  Engineering  Consultants,  to 
complete  system-wide  testing  of  the  SJPL;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  agreement  duration  by  one  year  and  1 1 
months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  two  years  and  1 1 months;  with  no  change 
to  the  agreement  amount.  (Resolution  15-0089) 

Ms.  How  introduced  the  item.  President  Caen  expressed  concern  with  the  two-year 
time  extension.  Ms.  How  provided  brief  explanation,  and  DGM  Carlin  provided 
additional  response. 

VP  Vietor  returned  to  the  room  at  3:57  PM. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  11: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

12.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-1019,  Administration  of  the  Project 
Pull  Internship  Program,  with  the  Japanese  Community  Youth  Council,  to  continue 
providing  administrative  services  and  technical  assistance  for  the  Program:  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the 
agreement  by  $2,500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
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$3,400,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  four  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of 
seven  years  and  six  months.  (Resolution  15-0090) 

Ms.  How  introduced  the  item. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  12: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

13.  Approve  an  increase  to  the  previously  approved  construction  contract  duration 
contingency  for  Contract  No,  WD-2548,  Lake  Merced  Pump  Station  Essential 
Upgrade,  with  Western  Water  Constructors,  of  up  to  275  consecutive  calendar  days; 
and  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract 
for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  2,405  consecutive  calendar  days. 
(Resolution  15-0091) 

Ms.  How  introduced  the  item  and  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen 
regarding  the  reason  for  the  increase  to  the  contract  duration  contingency. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  13: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

14.  Approve  an  increase  to  SFPUC’s  FY  2014-15  Overtime  Budget  to  complete  the 
fiscal  year  and  authorizing  the  General  Manager  to  reguest  the  Mayor  to  submit  a 
supplemental  appropriation  reguest  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  (Resolution  15- 
0092) 

Ms.  Horn  introduced  the  item  and  provided  a summary  of  the  supplemental  request. 
DGM  Carlin  and  AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Kwon 
regarding  vacancies. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  14: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

15.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 
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16.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items,  indicating  that  items  18 
and  29  would  not  be  heard. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3:57  PM. 

17.  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  54957  and  Administrative  Code  Section 
67.8(a)  (4),  and  San  Francisco  Charter  Section  8B. 126(a): 

Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring 

Title  of  position  to  be  filled:  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Infrastructure  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

18.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  - Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 

54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  673.8(a)  (2): 

Property:  1800  Jerrold  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  CA 
Persons  Negotiating: 

SFPUC:  Shelby  Campbell,  Karen  Kubick,  Michael  Carlin,  Kathy  Flow,  and  Rosanna 
Russell 

San  Francisco  Office  of  Contract  Administration:  John  Updike  and  Claudia  Gorham 
Under  Negotiation:  Price  ( ) Terms  of  Payment  ( ) Both  (XX) 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
(Resolution  15-0093) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

Paul  Lee  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-01533/Date  Filed:  January  2,  2015 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (2)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 
Anticipated  Litigation- As  Defendant  - Multiple  Cases 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
(Resolution  15-0094) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.  v.  Donnie  Thomas,  et  al 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 0-502809 
City  Attorney  File  Number:  080901/Date  Filed:  August  19,  2010 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
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54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
T ransmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
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Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 


28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:42  PM. 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  items  19  and  21  were  settled,  and  that  no  other 
action  was  taken. 

31 . Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  NOT  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

32.  Adopt  a Resolution  authorizing  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an  employment 
contract  for  the  position  of  Assistant  General  Manager  - Infrastructure,  with  Kathryn 
How,  for  a term  of  one  year,  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  8B.  126(b).  (Resolution  15- 

0095) 

On  Motion  to  adopt  item  32: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

33.  Adopt  a Resolution  authorizing  the  General  Manager  to  reguest  the  Mayor  and 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  a Supplemental  Appropriation  in  the  amount  of 
$1 .75  million  for  the  Wastewater  Enterprise,  for  the  purpose  of  paving  claims 
settlements,  legal  expenses,  litigation  costs,  judgments  and  related  expenses. 

(Resolution  15-0096) 

City  Attorney  Ambrose  requested  that  the  Commission  move  to  recuse 
Commissioner  Courtney  from  the  vote  due  to  a conflict  of  interest,  as  his  employer, 
Laborers’  Local  261,  has  a property  damage  claim  pending  against  the  SFPUC’s 
Wastewater  Enterprise. 

On  Motion  to  recuse  Commissioner  Courtney  from  the  vote  on  item  33: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 
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On  Motion  to  adopt  item  33: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

34.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:50  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0082 


WHEREAS,  On  November  8,  2011,  per  Resolution  Number  11-0184,  this  Commission 
awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-222,  High  Efficiency  Clothes  Washer  Rebate  Initiative,  with  Pacific 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  (PG&E),  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the 
amount  of  $950,000  and  with  a term  of  one  year,  10  months,  13  days,  concluding  on  December 
31,  2013;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  issued  for  $950,000  and  with  a time  extension  of 
two  years,  increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $1,900,000  and  extending  the  total 
agreement  duration  to  three  years,  10  months,  13  days,  in  order  to  accommodate  continued  high 
customer  participation  in  the  program,  and  to  continue  the  current  arrangement  of  funding 
PG&E’s  administrative  costs  and  for  reimbursing  the  water  portion  of  the  rebates  made  by 
PG&E  on  SFPUC’s  behalf;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 is  being  requested  for  $200,000  and  an  additional  two 
year,  six  month  term,  increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $2,100,000  and 
extending  the  total  agreement  duration  to  six  years,  four  months,  13  days,  in  order  to 
accommodate  continued  high  customer  participation  in  the  program,  and  to  continue  the  current 
arrangement  of  funding  PG&E’s  administrative  costs  and  for  reimbursing  the  water  portion  of 
the  rebates  made  by  PG&E  on  SFPUC’s  behalf;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  ("CPUC")  has  funded  the  Mass 
Market  Program  (“Program”)  as  a voluntary  program  which  encourages  Californians  to  reduce 
their  household  electrical  appliance  energy  demand  by  providing  a monetary  rebate  to  consumers 
for  the  purchase  of  appliances;  and 

WHEREAS,  PG&E  is  one  entity  which  has  been  designated  by  the  CPUC  as  a distributor 
of  Program  rebate  funds  to  Californians  who  purchase  energy-efficient  appliances;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  also  provides  a voluntary  rebate  program  which  encourages 
retail  water  customers  served  by  the  SFPUC  to  conserve  water  resources  by  purchasing  water 
resource  efficient  appliances;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  authorize  PG&E  to  be  the  Regional  Service  Provider 
(RSP),  as  that  term  is  used  in  the  Regional  High-Efficiency  Clothes  Washer  Rebate  Program 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  Bay  Area  Public  Water  Agencies,  including  the 
SFPUC,  in  order  to  facilitate  payments  of  monetary  rebates  to  customers  being  served  by  both 
the  SFPUC  and  PG&E,  who  purchase  qualified  appliances  that  are  both  energy  and  water 
resource  efficient  (the  "Initiative");  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  wishes  to  designate  PG&E  as  the  entity  responsible  for 
administrating  the  Initiative  on  a day-to-day  basis,  including  the  paying  out  of  energy  and  water 
conservation  rebate  monies  to  their  respective  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contractor  represents  and  warrants  that  it  is  qualified  to  perform  the 
services  required  by  City  as  set  forth  under  this  Contract;  and 


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  the 
Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  granted  a waiver  of  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subconsulting  goal  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Water  Conservation  Operating 
Budget  Funds;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-222,  High  Efficiency  Clothes  Washer  Rebate  Initiative,  with  PG&E,  and  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by 
$200,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $2,100,000,  and  with  a time  extension 
of  two  years  and  six  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  six  years,  four  months  and  13 
days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0083 


WHEREAS,  The  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  (SEP)  and  Oceanside  Water 
Pollution  Control  Plant  (OSP)  require  the  rehabilitation  and  retrofit  of  structures  to  meet  Sewer 
System  Improvement  Program  (SSIP)  Level  of  Service  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  structural  engineering 
firms  in  order  to  provide  specialized  structural  engineering  services  to  supplement  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  not  to  exceed  $2,500,000  per  agreement, 
with  a cumulative  total  of  $5,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  was  advertised  on  October  28,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  May  2015  and  end  in  May  2023  and  the 
duration  of  each  agreement  is  eight  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  determination  that  Stmctus  Inc.  and  SOHA/Bittleston  JV  are  the  best 
qualified  consulting  firms;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subconsulting  goal  of  14%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  this 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  SSIP  Projects;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Structus  Inc.  and 
SOHA/Bittleston  JV,  awards  SSIP-funded  Agreements  Nos.  CS-37.2A  and  CS-372.B,  Stmctural 
Engineering  Services  for  the  Seismic  Upgrade  of  Facilities  in  the  SSIP,  to  provide  specialized 
structural  engineering  design  services  for  the  rehabilitation  of  identified  structures  at  Southeast 
Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  and  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  and  authorizes  the 
SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  professional  services  agreements  with  Structus  Inc.  (CS-372.A) 
and  SOHA/Bittleston  JV  (CS-372.B),  each  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,500,000  and  a 
duration  of  eight  years;  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are 
not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  the  next  highest 
ranked  proposer. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0084 


WHEREAS,  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program  (HSIP)-funded  Contract  No.  HH- 
978,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  Cashman  Creek  was  advertised  on  February  20, 
2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $661,826  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$661,826  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  replace  65  linear  feet  of  56-Inch  diameter  pipe 
and  associated  blow-off  structure;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  135  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Five  (5)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  March  19,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Trinet  Construction  Inc.  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  12%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  12.07%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUH100,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
Rehabilitation;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  environmental  impact  report  (“EIR”)  was  prepared  for  this  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Final  EIR  (FEIR)  was  certified  by  the  Planning  Commission  on  July  9, 
2009  by  Motion  No.  17917;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  14,  2009,  the  SFPUC,  by  Resolution  No.  09-0119,  approved  the 
Project  and  adopted  CEQA  findings  and  a Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 
(MMRP)  required  by  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  files,  including  the  FEIR  and  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  09-0119 
have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the 
record  before  this  Commission;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  FEIR  findings,  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  09-01 19,  all  written  and  oral  information  provided  by 
the  Planning  Department,  the  public,  relevant  public  agencies,  SFPUC  and  other  experts,  and  the 
administrative  files  for  the  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  The  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FEIR  and  record  as  a 
whole,  finds  that  the  FEIR  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  action 
taken  herein,  and  hereby  adopts  the  CEQA  Findings,  and  incorporates  the  CEQA  findings 
contained  in  Resolution  No.  09-0119,  including  the  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations  by 
this  reference  thereto  as  though  set  forth  in  this  Resolution;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  Commission  further  finds  that  since  the  FEIR  was 
finalized,  there  have  been  no  substantial  project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  project 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  FEIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the 
conclusions  set  forth  in  the  FEIR;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and 
specifications  and  awards  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  HH-978, 
San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  Cashman  Creek,  in  the  amount  of  $513,880,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Trinet  Construction,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


. 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0085 


WHEREAS,  Contract  No.  JOC-54,  Job  Order  Contract  (JOC),  Micro-  Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  Set  Aside,  Electrical  (C-10  License)  for  San  Francisco,  Santa  Clara,  San 
Mateo,  and  Alameda  Counties  was  advertised  on  November  1,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  not-to-exceed  amount  is  $1,000,000  with  a guaranteed  minimum 
amount  of  $50,000  for  this  construction  contract  to  accomplish  electrical  contracting  work  for  all 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  enterprises,  operations  and  bureaus;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  two  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  authorizes  award  of  this  job  order  contract  for  work  to  be 
performed  under  future  task  orders  which  will  identify  the  scope  of  work,  cost  and  duration  of 
various  discrete  construction  activities.  No  task  order  will  be  issued  for  construction  requiring 
environmental  review,  excluding  those  eligible  for  statutory  or  categorical  exemption,  until  the 
Commission  has  been  given  the  opportunity  to  review  the  environmental  document  and  take 
action  if  deemed  appropriate.  The  work  under  this  job  order  contract  has  been  competitively  bid 
per  unit  price  and  this  contractor  is  the  lowest  responsible,  responsive  bidder  for  the  work  under 
these  subsequent  task  orders;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  February  26,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  review  of  the  bid  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  and 
responsiveness  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Mitchell  Engineering  as  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible,  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Award  Criteria  Figure  from  Mitchell  Engineering  was  1.3000;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  subcontracting  goal  and  bid 
discount  do  not  apply  to  Micro-LBE  Set  Aside  Contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  HRC  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  60  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  will  be  available  from  various  SFPUC  Enterprise  Funds  when  Task 
Orders  are  issued;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Project  Manual  and 
Construction  Task  Catalog  ® and  awards  Contract  No.  JOC-54,  Micro-LBE  Set  Aside,  Electrical 
(C-10  License)  for  San  Francisco,  Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo,  and  Alameda  Counties,  for  a not-to- 
exceed  amount  of  $1,000,000  with  minimum  guaranteed  amount  of  $50,000  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  Mitchell  Engineering. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


aJ 
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Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0086 


WHEREAS,  Water  Enterprise,  Local  Conveyance/Distribution  System  Program-funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2783,  As-Needed  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  at  various  locations, 
was  advertised  on  January  26,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $7,300,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$7,300,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  install  as-needed  ductile  iron  pipe  and  ancillary 
service  pipe;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  912  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  By  memorandum  dated  November  30,  2013  the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that  approval  of  as-needed  contracts  or 
other  funding  mechanisms  for  the  repair  or  replacement  of  linear  assets  do  not  fall  within  the 
definition  of  a “project”  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines  Section 
15378(b)(4)  related  to  the  creation  of  government  funding  mechanisms  which  do  not  involve 
commitment  to  any  specific  project  which  may  result  in  a potentially  significant  impact  on  the 
environment.  Implementation  of  specific  projects  under  the  proposed  as-needed  contract  less 
than  one  mile  in  length  would  be  statutorily  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  California 
Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080.21;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  February  26,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  M Squared  Construction  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  15%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract;  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  goal  of  15.05%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW280PR78,  As-Needed  Ductile 
Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  at  Various  Locations;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  Water  Enterprise  Local  Conveyance/Distribution  System  Program-funded  Contract  No. 
WD-2783,  As-Needed  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  at  Various  Locations,  in  the 
amount  of  $6,976,992,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  A.  Ruiz 
Construction  Co.  & Assoc.  Inc.. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0087 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program-funded  and  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW) 
Pavement  Renovation  Program- funded  Contract  No.  WW-503,  Richmond  District  Sewer 
Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  by  the  contractor,  Synergy  Project  Management;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  24,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0059,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-503,  Richmond  District  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the 
amount  of  $2,944,425,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Synergy 
Project  Management;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  July  9,  2012, 
with  an  original  schedule  of  250  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was  completed 
in  411  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,944,425  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  250  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  approved  for  $931,014  (Resolution  No.  14-0047 
dated  March  25,  2014)  to  settle  a contract  claim  for  additional  cost  due  to  unforeseen  site 
conditions  (encountered  cementitious  pavement  base  material),  increasing  the  contract  amount  to 
$3,875,439,  and  extending  the  contract  duration  by  161  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  made 
a good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
14.2%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  5.48%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS12,  Richmond 
District  Sewer  Replacement  and  DPW  Project  No.  CPWTRNSR73,  Richmond  District  Pavement 
Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Synergy  Project 
Management  for  WWE,  R&R  Program-funded  and  DPW  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded 
Contract  No.  WW-503,  Richmond  District  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $3,875,439,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  411  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 

r\ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0088 


WHEREAS,  On  October  25,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0177,  this  Commission 
awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-204,  Engineering  Services,  Fish  Passage  Facilities  Within  the 
Alameda  Creek  Watershed  as  a sub-project  (Project)  to  the  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project 
(CDRP),  to  provide  engineering  design  and  engineering  support  services  during  construction  of 
fish  passage  facilities  within  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager 
of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $2,300,000,  and  with  a term  of  four  years  and 
ten  months,  concluding  on  June  30,  2016,  with  URS  Corporation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  to  increase  the  agreement  amount  by 
$1,964,580  and  extend  the  agreement  term  by  two  years  and  four  months,  for  a total  not-to- 
exceed  agreement  amount  of  $4,264,580  and  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and  two 
month,  in  order  to  provide  additional  design  and  engineering  support  during  construction,  start- 
up, commissioning,  and  close-out  of  the  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subconsulting  participation  goal  of  17%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation,  and  URS  Corporation  committed  to  meeting  this  goal  as  part  of  the  original 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  actual  LBE  participation  as  of  March  2015  exceeds  the  17%  LBE 
subconsulting  participation  goal,  and  URS  Corporation  plans  to  continue  to  meet  the  goal;  and 

WHEREAS,  Based  on  the  cumulative  contract  dollar  amount  to  date  and  projected 
amounts  in  Amendment  No.  1,  CMD  has  approved  this  amendment  resulting  in  a projected  LBE 
participation  of  17%  by  the  expiration  of  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  CUW37401  - Calaveras 
Dam  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Water  System 
Improvement  Program-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-204,  Engineering  Services,  Fish  Passage 
Facilities  Within  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed,  with  URS  Corporation,  to  provide  additional 
final  design  and  engineering  support  during  construction,  start-up,  commissioning,  and  close-out 
phases  of  the  project,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,964,580, 
for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $4,264,580,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two 
years  and  four  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and  two  months. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


. 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0089 


WHEREAS,  On  June  14,  2014,  pursuant  to  the  General  Manager’s  delegated  authority 
(Resolution  No.  09-0017),  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-385,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System  Control 
Engineering  Services,  to  Tullis  Engineering  Consultants  to  perform  hydraulics  engineering 
services  for  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  system  in  the  amount  of  $300,000,  and  with  a term  of  one 
year,  concluding  on  May  4,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  one 
year  and  eleven  months,  in  order  to  complete  system-wide  testing  of  the  pipeline  system;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  granted  a waiver  of  the 
subcontracting  goals  pursuant  to  Chapter  14B  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUH100-01  - 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  - San  Joaquin  Pipeline  Rehabilitation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Hetchy 
System  Improvement  Program  funded  Agreement  No.  CS-385,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System 
Control  Engineering  Services,  with  Tullis  Engineering  Consultants,  in  order  to  complete  system- 
wide  testing  on  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  system,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment,  with  a time  extension  of  one  year  and  1 1 months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  two  years  and  eleven  1 1 ; with  no  change  to  the  agreement  amount. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0090 


WHEREAS,  On  March  25,  2013,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (“City”), 
Department  of  Public  Works,  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Japanese  Community  Youth 
Council,  in  the  amount  of  $900,000  and  with  a term  of  three  years  and  six  months,  to  provide 
administrative  services  and  technical  assistance  to  mn  the  Project  Pull  Internship  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $2,500,000  and  with  a time 
extension  of  four  years,  increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $3,400,000  and 
the  total  agreement  duration  to  seven  years  and  six  months,  in  order  to  continue  providing 
administrative  services  and  technical  assistance  for  the  Project  Pull  Internship  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  Chapter  14B  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  the  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subconsulting  goal  has  been  waived  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  Infrastructure  Division’s  annual  operating  budget  and  from 
various  City  Departments’  work  orders;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-1019,  administration  of  the  Project  Pull  Internship  Program  with  The  Japanese 
Community  Youth  Council,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this 
amendment  in  the  amount  of  $2,500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$3,400,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  four  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years 
and  six  months. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  o f April  14,  2015. 


!\ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0091 


WHEREAS,  On  April  17,  2009,  per  Resolution  No.  09-0064,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  - funded 
Construction  Contract  No.  WD-2548,  Lake  Merced  Pump  Station  Essential  Upgrade,  to  Western 
Water  Constructors,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  was  issued  on  June  1,  2009; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $31,584,000  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  875  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
extensions  of  time  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by  the 
Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  approved  10%  contract  contingency  and  the  additional  contract 
contingency  approved  by  this  Commission  on  April  24,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0067  for 
$610,000  and  235  calendar  days,  raised  the  total  contingency  amount  to  $3,768,400  and  total 
contract  duration  contingency  to  322  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  approved  contract  contingency  and  the  additional  contract  contingency 
approved  by  this  Commission  on  August  26,  2014,  per  Resolution  No.  14-0135,  for  $900,000 
and  933  calendar  days,  raised  the  total  contingency  amount  to  $4,668,400  and  total  contract 
duration  contingency  to  1,255  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  has  encountered  the  need  to  continue  the  investigation  and 
monitoring  of  the  electrical  power  quality  within  the  station’s  pump  starter  equipment  to  identify 
the  root  cause  of  the  electronic  failures  and  make  any  necessary  modifications  and/or  repairs,  as 
recommended  by  the  independent  consultant,  which  causes  delays;  and 

WHEREAS,  Change  orders  for  cost  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract 
amount  to  $3,709,022,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  $793,881,  potential  change  orders 
amount  to  $92,098,  and  trends  amount  to  $73,399;  and 

WHEREAS,  Change  orders  for  duration  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract 
amount  to  322  days,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  721  days,  potential  change  orders  amount 
to  334  days,  and  trends  amount  to  153  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  pending  and  potential  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to 
approved  change  orders,  would  exceed  the  approved  contract  duration  contingency;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  duration  of  275  consecutive  calendar  days  is 
requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of  modifications,  if 
appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a 9%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontractor  participation  goal  on  this  project  and  as  of  December  2014,  the 
contractor  has  utilized  an  LBE  participation  of  9.29%;  and 


WHEREAS,  Funding  is  currently  available  in  Project  CUW30901,  Lake  Merced  Pump 
Station  Upgrade;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  a potential  increase  in  the  contract 
duration  of  up  to  275  consecutive  calendar  days  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP-funded 
Construction  Contract  No.  WD-2548,  Lake  Merced  Pump  Station  Essential  Upgrade,  for  a total 
potential  extension  in  the  contract  total  duration  of  up  to  1,530  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  be 
it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  contract  amount  for  up 
to  2,405  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0092 


WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  proposes  an  increase  in  overtime  to  the  adopted  FY  2014-15  Operating  Budget;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Administration  Code  Section  3.17  requires  certain  City 
departments  including  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  that  expect  to  spend  more  overtime  than  the 
amount  so  appropriated  must  first  obtain  a supplemental  ordinance  for  the  purpose;  and 

WHEREAS,  Over  the  past  nine  months  the  Water  and  Power  Enterprises  have  used  more 
overtime  than  planned;  and 

WHEREAS,  Based  on  available  funding  to  date  in  overtime,  the  Water  Enterprise  projects  a 
$350,000  shortfall  to  be  covered  through  salary  surplus  and  the  Power  Enterprise  projects  a 
$105,000  shortfall  to  be  covered  through  purchase  of  power  surplus;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  increase  of  $455,000  to  the 
Adopted  FY  2014-15  Operating  Budget  for  overtime  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  submit 
to  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a supplemental  appropriation  request  in  the  aforesaid 
amounts. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


, Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0095 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  the  "exclusive 
charge  of  the  construction,  management,  supervision,  maintenance,  extension,  expansion, 
operation,  use  and  control  of  all  water,  cleanwater  and  energy  supplies  and  utilities  of  the  City  as 
well  as  the  real,  personal  and  financial  assets,  that  are  under  the  jurisdiction  or  assigned  to  the 
Commission",  pursuant  to  the  San  Francisco  Charter;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  is  the  department  head  of  the  SFPUC,  with 
responsibility  for  the  administration  and  management  of  the  operations,  personnel  and  assets 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  Charter  Section  8B.  126(b)  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to 
negotiate  an  individual  contract  with  the  employee  appointed  to  perform  the  duties  of  general 
infrastructure  management  and  oversight  of  the  Capital  Improvement  Program,  subject  to 
approval  by  the  Commission  and  notwithstanding  Charter  Section  A8.409  et  seq.  For  purposes  of 
approving  this  individual  employment  contract  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  may  exercise  all 
powers  of  the  City  and  County,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  Mayor,  and  the  Director  of  Human 
Resources  under  Article  XI  of  this  charter;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  has  negotiated  a new  employment 
contract  with  Kathryn  How  to  perform  the  duties  of  general  infrastructure  management  and 
oversight  of  the  Capital  Improvement  Program,  including  the  Water  System  Improvement 
Program  and  the  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program,  and  other  capital  programs  and  projects, 
as  authorized  under  Charter  Section  8B.  1 26  (b),  for  a one  year  term,  effective  April  15,2015, 
pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  proposed  contract  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to 
execute  an  employment  contract  with  Kathryn  How  to  perform  the  duties  of  general 
infrastructure  management  and  oversight  of  the  SFPUC  Capital  Improvement  Program  as 
Assistant  General  Manager  for  Infrastructure,  effective  April  15,  2015  and  expiring  one  year 
thereafter,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  in  substantially  the  form  of  the  contract  on  file 
with  the  Commission  Secretary,  and  approved  as  to  form  by  the  City  Attorney,  on  behalf  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  acting  by  and  through  the  SFPUC. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0096 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  the  "exclusive 
charge  of  the  construction,  management,  supervision,  maintenance,  extension,  expansion, 
operation,  use  and  control  of  all  water,  cleanwater  and  energy  supplies  and  utilities  of  the  City  as 
well  as  the  real,  personal  and  financial  assets,  that  are  under  the  jurisdiction  or  assigned  to  the 
Commission",  pursuant  to  the  San  Francisco  Charter;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  is  the  department  head  of  the  SFPUC,  with 
responsibility  for  the  administration  and  management  of  the  operations,  personnel  and  assets 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Wastewater  Enterprise  regularly  budgeted  funds  to  pay  claims,  legal 
expenses,  litigation,  judgments  and  related  expenses  has  been  depleted  due  to  the  large  volume 
of  claims  arising  from  the  December  2014  extreme  storm  events;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to 
request  the  Mayor  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisor  a supplemental  appropriation  in  the 
amount  of  $1,750,000  for  the  purpose  of  funding  Wastewater  Enterprise  payment  of  claims 
settlements,  legal  expenses,  litigation,  judgments  and  expenses  related  to  mitigating  damage 
alleged  to  be  caused  by  Wastewater  Enterprise  operations  or  facilities. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  14,  2015 


/> 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


o 


San  Francisco 

Water 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  April  28,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (41 5)  554-31 65.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Flail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Flays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hoed  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
nsitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical 
based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


av 

(415)  554fflt6®asgns  dhoodOsfwater.org 

Mm  Donna  Hood  ®B=  ig5Jf®Ki£ 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.orq/index.aspx?paoe=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  April  14,2015 

4.  General  Public  Comment 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

c)  Mountain  Tunnel  Update  (How) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

8.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  Award  Contract  No.  WW-580, 

Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  W2  and  W3  Water  System 
Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $1,494,047,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible 
and  responsive  bidder,  Cal  State  Constructors,  to  upgrade  the  existing  deficient 
and  deteriorated  No.  2 and  No.  3 water  filter  assemblies.  (How) 

b)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  City  Of  Daly  City 
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for  Westlake  Pump  Station  Design  Consulting  Services,  for  the  Regional 
Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$570,000,  and  with  a duration  not  to  exceed  24  months  (two  years). 

(How) 

REGULAR  SESSION 

9.  Approve  an  Extension  Agreement  between  the  City  and  County  of  San 

Francisco  and  the  Modesto  Irrigation  District,  which  will  extend  the  term  of  the 
existing  Long  Term  Energy  Sales  Agreement  to  the  earlier  of  the  approval  of  a 
replacement  agreement  by  both  parties,  or  June  30,  2016,  subject  to  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18.  (Hale) 

10.  Approve  an  Extension  Agreement  between  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  the  Turlock  Irrigation  District,  which  will  extend  the  term  of  the 
existing  Long  Term  Power  Sales  Agreement  to  the  earlier  of  approval  of  a 
replacement  energy  sales  agreement  by  both  parties,  or  June  30,  2016,  subject 
Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.118.  (Hale) 

1 1 . Approve  the  Form  of  Preliminary  Official  Statement,  as  updated,  for  the 
issuance  of  the  Power  Enterprise’s  inaugural  revenue  bonds,  to  fund  a not-to- 
exceed  principal  amount  of  $48,000,000,  inclusive  of  financing  costs,  for  Power- 
related  projects  included  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Capital  Plan. 

(Perl) 

12.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  impose  additional  mandatory  restrictions  on 

outdoor  water  use  and  commercial  businesses  as  required  pursuant  to  the  State 
Water  Resources  Control  Board’s  Emergency  Regulations  adopted  on  March  17, 
2015.  (Ritchie) 

1 3.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  seek  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors’ 

approval  of  a supplemental  appropriation  in  the  amount  of  $4  million  from  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  Enterprise  Fund  Balance  for  the  purpose  of  a temporary  transfer 
to  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program  (CCA)  fund  to  meet  the  CCA 
short-term  working  capital  needs  during  the  initial  start-up  period.  The  funds  would 
be  transferred  for  a term  not  to  exceed  24  months  (two  years),  and  charge  interest  at 
the  otherwise  applicable  County-wide  pool  rate.  (Horn) 

14.  Workshop  #1  - Power  Business  Plan:  First  of  two  workshops  to  discuss  the  Power 

Enterprise  Business  Plan  recommendations  for  business  strategies  and  risk 
mitigation  plans  to  meet  enterprise  goals,  address  changing  regulations  and 
increasing  costs,  and  maintain  and  strengthen  the  financial  stability  of  the  SFPUC’s 
power  operations.  (Hale) 

15.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

16.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 
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CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (2)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Ambrose) 

Anticipated  Litigation  - As  Defendant 

1J^  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

2 (Rothschild) 

m Unlitiqated  Claim 

Laborers  International  Union  Local  261  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02234/Date  Filed:  March  4,  2015 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Rothschild) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

StarNet  Insurance  Company  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02313/Date  Filed:  March  10,  2015 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 


Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 


Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

30.  Other  new  business. 


ADJOURNMENT 


San  Francisco 

Water  >ewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS  Tuesday,  April  28,  2015-  1:30  PM  City 
Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at 
a Regular  Meeting  of  the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 
COMMISSION,  and  if  necessary,  May  12,  2015  City  Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at  a Regular  Meeting  of 
the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION,  and  if  necessary, 
May  26,  2015  City  Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  at  a Regular  Meeting  of  the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC 
UTILITIES  COMMISSION:  Public  Hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to 
adopt  a schedules  of  electric  rates  and  charges  for  customers  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  for  phase  one  of  the 
Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program  for  renewable  power  procurement 
within  San  Francisco.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at 
least  72  hours  before  the  scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC  website 
www.sfwater.org.  or  by  calling  (415)  554-3165. 


San  Francisco 
Water 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


MINUTES 

Tuesday,  April  28,  2015 

(As  Approved  on  May  12,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

wvAV.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPiiblisher  php?view  id— 22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:34  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  April  14,  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  April  14,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Dick  Morten  asked  that  the  Commission  request  a tracking  spreadsheet  to 
ensure  follow-up  on  outstanding  issues  and  ask  questions  during  presentations. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

President  Caen  mentioned  that  there  are  still  outstanding  Commission  questions 
which  need  to  be  answered. 

Public  Comment 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

President  Caen  asked  a question  regarding  SFPUC  targets  for  water  fluoridation. 

Mr.  Ritchie,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Water,  provided  response  and 
indicated  that  the  numbers  are  consistent  with  the  EPA  and  CDC  recommendations. 
President  Caen  requested  that  AGM  Ritchie  provide  information  at  the  next  meeting. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  Drought  Update 

AGM  Ritchie  provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed  reservoir  storage  levels 
and  noted  that  as  a result  of  the  recent  storm,  inflow  has  Increased.  He  described 
cumulative  precipitation ; Snowpack  levels;  Tuolumne  River  Water  available  to 
the  City;  Upcountry  six-station  precipitation  index;  Bay  Area  seven-station 
precipitation  index;  Total  deliveries;  and  Total  System  Water  Savings. 

Mr.  Ritchie  reviewed  recent  drought-related  activities  and  discussed  State  Water 
Board  Informal  Draft  Regulations.  He  responded  to  a question  from  Vice 
President  (VP)  Vietor  about  the  State  regulations  for  use  reduction.  AGM  Ritchie 
outlined  anticipated  San  Francisco  actions,  and  offered  a brief  summary. 
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Public  Comment 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  discussed  actions  being  taken  in  the 
wholesale  service  area,  noting  the  reduction  in  use  in  the  area.  She 
discussed  actions  they  are  taking  to  ensure  conservation. 

b)  CCA  Update 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  provided  an  update  for  the  CCA  implementation 

schedule  and  key  milestone.  She  reviewed  actions  that  have  been  completed, 

and  noted  items  that  are  forthcoming.  She  indicated  the  schedule  is  on-target. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  stated  that  the  BOS  is  addressing  the  legislative 
piece  in  early  May,  and  that  the  RFO  is  drafted  and  will  be  ready  at  the  end  of 
May  or  early  June. 

• Ms.  Sara  Greenwald  expressed  concern  with  Climate  Change  and  expressed 
her  support  for  CCA. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/Clean  Energy  Advocates, 
discussed  clear-cut  logging  and  genetically  engineered  tree  planting.  He 
spoke  to  the  drought  in  relation  to  the  forest.  He  expressed  disappointment 
that  rates  approval  was  not  on  the  agenda. 

• Mr.  John  Rizzo,  Sierra  Club,  expressed  support  of  the  CCA  Program  and 
discussed  Climate  Change. 

• Ms.  Adele  Framer,  350SF,  expressed  support  for  the  CCA  Program.  She 
asked  that  implementation  be  accelerated. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350SF,  thanked  staff  for  their  work  and  the  advocates  for 
their  participation.  He  asked  that  acceleration  occur  whenever  possible.  He 
spoke  to  job  creation  and  the  need  for  community  oversight. 

• Mr.  David  McCoard,  Sierra  Club,  discussed  Climate  Change  and  the  need  for 
the  CCA  Program. 

• Mr.  Lee  Heppner,  Harvey  Milk  LBGT  Democratic  Club,  requested 
implementation  of  CCA  this  year.  He  discussed  Climate  Change  and  CCA 
impact  on  vulnerable  communities,  environmental  crisis,  and  jobs. 

Commissioner  Courtney  applauded  the  Harvey  Milk  Board  on  the  jobs 

component. 

• Mr.  Zachary  Roe,  Sierra  Club,  expressed  concerns  with  Climate  Change  and 
his  support  for  CCA. 

• Ms.  Mahnani  Clay,  Harvey  Milk  Club/Black  Leadership  Forum/Project  Cheer, 
echoed  Mr.  Heppner’s  statements  for  economic  empowerment.  She  wants 
voices  from  the  community  involved  in  the  CCA  discussion. 

• Ms  Amy  Weiss,  Neighbors  Developing  Divisadero,  expressed  disappointment 
with  the  lack  of  action  on  CCA.  She  discussed  interdisciplinary  development 
opportunities  with  the  Balboa  Reservoir. 
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• Ms.  Tiffany  Quach,  Sierra  Club,  asked  that  the  CCA  Program  include  all 
communities  it  represents. 

• Mr.  Andy  Gillis,  Occupy  San  Francisco,  discussed  Climate  Change  and  stated 
immediate  action  needs  to  be  taken. 

President  Caen  stated  that  the  Commission  supports  the  CCA  Program. 

General  Manager  (GM)  Kelly  noted  that  the  Not-to-Exceed  rates  will  be  approved 
at  the  May  12  meeting,  and  that  the  legislative  piece  is  vital. 

• Ms.  Lena  Tran,  Sierra  Club,  discussed  Climate  Change  and  expressed  a 
desire  for  CCA  and  jobs  creation. 

• Gwen  MacKellen,  San  Francisco  Women’s  Political  Committee,  discussed 
Climate  Change  and  its  impact  on  Women  and  under-represented  groups. 

• Ms.  Natalie  Fong  expressed  her  support  for  CCA. 

• Ms.  Jess  Dervin- Ackerman,  Sierra  Club,  stated  that  6,273  letter/pledges  were 
delivered  to  City  officials  regarding  the  launch  of  CCA  in  the  last  two-plus 
years.  She  thanked  the  advocates  in  attendance. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  attendees  and  encouraged  their  support  and 
participation. 

VP  Vietor  echoed  the  sentiments  of  Commissioner  Courtney  and  expressed 
appreciation  for  the  comments  on  social  justice,  environment,  jobs,  and 
community  needs. 

c)  Mountain  Tunnel  Update 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM  Infrastructure,  provided  an  update  on  the  Mountain  Tunnel 
improvement.  She  described  the  location  and  history  of  the  Tunnel. 

AGM  How  reviewed  the  improvements  to-date:  (1)  Adit/Access  improvements 
and  emergency  restoration;  (2)  Tunnel  inspection  and  repair;  and  (3)  Tunnel 
bypass. 

Ms.  How  responded  to  a guestion  from  VP  Vietor  on  the  restoration  plan.  Brief 
discussion  ensued.  AGM  Ritchie  provided  additional  detail. 

President  Caen  questioned  the  timeline  for  the  project.  GM  Kelly  and  AGM  How 
discussed  the  timeline,  noticing  requirements  for  the  shut-down  and  other  timing 
issues  affecting  the  timeline. 

AGM  Ritchie  provided  information  on  the  process  for  the  repair  and  inspection, 
and  emphasized  the  complexity  of  the  project. 

Commissioner  Moran  provided  additional  thoughts  on  the  massive  scope  of  the 
work  to  be  done. 
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AGM  How  provided  a background  on  how  the  decision  for  the  Mountain  Tunnel 
Bypass  was  made. 

President  Caen  expressed  additional  thoughts  on  work  associated  with  the 
Project  and  on  the  timeline.  AGM  How  and  GM  Kelly  provided  response.  AGM 
How  indicated  she  would  connect  with  President  Caen  directly  to  discuss  her 
concerns. 

Public  Comment 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  expressed  concern  with  the  water  supply 
risk.  She  requested  a comprehensive  plan  and  schedule.  She  offered  three 
specific  comments,  and  a written  summary  of  her  comments  were  provided. 

• Mr.  Dick  Allen  expressed  concern  with  the  Project,  discussed  deficiencies, 
and  asked  that  items  be  routinely  scheduled  for  discussion. 

• Mr.  Dick  Morten  discussed  concerns  with  the  plan  and  the  need  for  urgency. 
He  requested  that  the  item  be  scheduled  in  a month. 

President  Caen  expressed  her  support  for  and  confidence  in  the  utility,  GM  and 
staff,  and  doesn’t  doubt  the  information  they  provide. 

GM  Kelly  thanked  President  Caen  for  her  support.  He  indicated  that  staff  will 
prepare  a more  detailed  project  description  and  schedule,  and  will  routinely 
schedule  updates. 

The  Commission  entered  recess  at  3:13  PM. 

The  Commission  exited  recess  at  3:26  PM,  with  President  Caen  and 
Commissioners  Moran  and  Kwon  in  attendance. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Items. 

8.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  Award  Contract  No.  WW-580, 
Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  W2  and  W3  Water  System 
Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $1 .494.047,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible 
and  responsive  bidder,  Cal  State  Constructors,  to  upgrade  the  existing  deficient 
and  deteriorated  No.  2 and  No.  3 water  filter  assemblies.  (Resolution  15-0097) 

b)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  City  of  Daly  City  for 
Westlake  Pump  Station  Design  Consulting  Services,  for  the  Regional 
Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$570,000,  and  with  duration  not  to  exceed  24  months.  (Resolution  15-0098) 

On  Motion  to  approve  items  da  and  8b: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 
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Public  Comment 
None. 

Commissioner  Courtney  returned  at  3:28  PM. 

9.  Approve  an  Extension  Agreement  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
and  the  Modesto  Irrigation  District,  which  will  extend  the  term  of  the  existing  Long 
Term  Energy  Sales  Agreement  to  the  earlier  of  the  approval  of  a replacement 
agreement  by  both  parties,  or  June  30,  2016,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.118.  (Resolution  15-0099) 

AGM  Hale  introduced  the  item.  Commissioner  Moran  requested  that  Items  9 and  10 
be  called  together.  The  Commission  Secretary  read  item  10. 

Commissioner  Vietor  returned  at  3:31  PM. 

10.  Approve  an  Extension  Agreement  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
and  the  Turlock  Irrigation  District,  which  will  extend  the  term  of  the  existing  Long 
Term  Power  Sales  Agreement  to  the  earlier  of  approval  of  a replacement  energy 
sales  agreement  by  both  parties,  or  June  30.  2016,  subject  Board  of  Supervisors 
approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18.  (Resolution  15-0100) 

On  Motion  to  approve  items  9 and  10: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/Clean  Energy  Advocates,  asked  that 
Hetch  Hetchy  power  be  reserved  and  used  for  CCA. 

President  Caen  noted  there  are  obligations  under  the  Raker  Act.  She  asked  AGM 
Hale  about  past  issues  with  the  MID/TID  agreements.  Ms.  Hale  indicated  that  there 
are  currently  no  issues. 

11.  Approve  the  Form  of  Preliminary  Official  Statement  (POST  as  updated,  for  the 
issuance  of  the  Power  Enterprise’s  inaugural  revenue  bonds,  to  fund  a not-to- 
exceed  principal  amount  of  $48,000,000,  inclusive  of  financing  costs,  for  Power- 
related  projects  included  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Capital  Plan. 

(Resolution  15-0101) 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  that  red-line  documents  only  include  substantive 
changes  and  that  a summary  document  of  the  red-line  changes  be  provided. 

Mr.  Charles  Perl,  Deputy  CFO,  introduced  the  item.  He  detailed  the  substantive  POS 
changes  since  December. 
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Mr.  Perl  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Vietor  regarding  Proposition  H 
Bonds.  Mr.  Perl  noted  the  difference  between  the  authorization  under  the 
Proposition  H Bonds  and  the  Power  Enterprise  Bonds.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Mr.  Perl  noted  additional  language  changes  that  were  made,  and  provided  a 
document  noting  those  changes  (pages  36,  37,  83  and  84). 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  1 1: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/Clean  Energy  Advocates,  asked  that 
staff  look  at  the  Proposition  H Bond  authority. 

Commissioner  Moran  provided  clarification  on  the  usage  of  different  bonds. 

• Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  noted  Proposition  B funding  could  also  be  used. 

12.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  impose  additional  mandatory  restrictions  on 
outdoor  water  use  and  commercial  businesses  as  required  pursuant  to  the  State 
Water  Resources  Control  Board’s  Emergency  Regulations  adopted  on  March  17, 
2015.  (Resolution  15-0102) 

AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  12: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 

• None 

13.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  seek  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors’ 
approval  of  a supplemental  appropriation  in  the  amount  of  $4  million  from  the  Hetch 
Hetchv  Enterprise  Fund  Balance  for  the  purpose  of  a temporary  transfer  to  the 
Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program  (CCA)  fund  to  meet  the  CCA  short-term 
working  capital  needs  during  the  initial  start-up  period.  The  funds  would  be 
transferred  for  a term  not  to  exceed  24  months  (two  years),  and  charge  interest  at 
the  otherwise  applicable  Countv-wide  pool  rate.  (Resolution  15-0103) 

Ms.  Nancy  Horn,  Acting  AGM  Business  Enterprise  and  CFO,  introduced  the  item. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  13: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comment 
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• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/Clean  Energy  Advocates,  expressed 
support.  He  asked  why  interest  is  being  charged. 

AGM  Hale  indicated  the  charging  of  interest  is  common  practice. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  expressed  support  for  the  item. 

14.  Workshop  #1  - Power  Business  Plan:  First  of  two  workshops  to  discuss  the  Power 
Enterprise  Business  Plan  recommendations  for  business  strategies  and  risk 
mitigation  plans  to  meet  enterprise  goals,  address  changing  regulations  and 
increasing  costs,  and  maintain  and  strengthen  the  financial  stability  of  the  SFPUC’s 
power  operations. 

GM  Kelly  provided  introductory  comments  and  introduced  AGM  Hale. 

AGM  Hale  began  by  noting  the  purpose  of  the  Power  Business  Plan  and  briefly 
discussed  the  agendas  for  workshops  one  and  two. 

AGM  Hale  provided  an  introduction  to  the  Power  Enterprise;  Described  the  full- 
service  customer  base;  and  described  Power  supply  relative  to  demand. 

Ms.  Hale  reviewed  the  Power  Business  Plan  Goals:  (Goal  1)  - Maintain  compliance 
with  Raker  Act ; (Goal  2)  - Preserve  the  ability  to  operate,  maintain,  repair  and 
improve  SFPUC-owned  facilities  and  provide  safe,  reliable,  and  affordable  electric 
service;  (Goal  3)  - maximize  the  value  received  from  Hetchy  power  supplies;  and 
(Goal  4)  - Continue  to  support  other  valuable  city  and  community  goals. 

Ms.  Hale  noted  the  benefits  provided  to  the  City  under  the  10-year  financial  plan. 

Ms.  Hale  discussed  the  history  and  development  of  the  system,  beginning  with  the 
1906  earthquake;  Hetch  Hetchy  Bond  authorization  (1910);  AGM  Hale  discussed 
Raker  Act  rights;  Completion  of  the  Early  Intake  Powerhouse;  O’Shaughnessy  Dam 
completion;  Completion  of  the  Moccasin  (1925),  Holm  (1960),  and  Kirkwood  (1969) 
Powerhouses.  Ms.  Hale  then  reviewed  the  Power  business  model. 

AGM  Hale  discussed  external  challenges  that  have  been  faced  since  the  system 
was  built:  (1)  Industry  deregulation  (uneconomic  supply  assets,  uneconomic 
transmission  assets,  and  reliance  on  PG&E  for  distribution);  (2)  Water-First  Policy 
(water-first  exacerbates  supply  and  demand  mismatch);  (3)  Water  Settlement 
Agreement  (limited  investment  discretion  for  Power). 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  for  clarification  on  the  outcome  that  water  priorities 
drive  the  investments,  which  Ms.  Hale  provided.  GM  Kelley  offered  additional 
comment.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 
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VP  Vietor  asked  about  the  plan  for  transmission  assets.  Ms.  Hale  indicated  that 
discussion  on  assets  will  be  covered  during  the  May  12  workshop.  Commissioner 
Moran  provided  additional  comment. 

Ms.  Hale  discussed  Current  Conditions:  (1)  Aging  Supply  Infrastructure  that  requires 
reinvestment;  (2)  System  oversized  compared  to  customer  base;  most  sales 
generate  little  revenue;  (3)  Supply  portfolio  is  not  diversified;  (4)  Expiring 
agreements  need  replacement  on  reasonable  terms;  (5)  Escalating  costs  without 
associated  revenue  increases;  (6)  Organizational  realities  threaten  commercial 
speed  and  responsiveness;  and  (7)  Continued  provision  of  valuable  City  benefits  at 
risk. 

Commissioner  Vietor  departed  the  meeting  at  4:29  PM. 

Ms.  Hale  discussed  Market  Opportunities:  (1)  Full-Pay  Full-Service  (growth  in  core, 
high-value  customers,  highest  revenue  customers,  and  highest  margin  sales);  (2) 
Targeted  Wholesale  (low-cost  customers  seeking  customized  products,  and  lowest 
cost  of  service);  and  (3)  CCA  (customer  growth  where  full-service  is  not  cost- 
effective,  and  growth  in  funding  for  SF  Climate  Action  goals). 

Brief  discussion  on  the  difference  in  customer  segments  and  the  rates  each  pay. 

AGM  Hale  concluded  by  offering  a recap,  emphasizing  that  Power’s  current 
business  model  is  out  of  balance.  She  discussed  next  steps,  stating  the  next 
workshop  will  take  place  on  May  12,  2015. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  AGM  Hale  for  her  presentation. 

President  Caen  asked  GM  Kelly  if  the  joint  projects  could  be  looked  at  again.  GM 
Kelly  and  City  Attorney  Ambrose  provided  response. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  referred  to  slide  55  on  prices,  and  stated  that  he  would 
like  to  see  prices  as  low  as  possible,  especially  for  CCA,  which  he  feels  will 
eventually  pay  for  other  projects. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/Clean  Energy  Advocates  concurred 
with  Mr.  Fried.  He  discussed  the  Newark  Substation  and  Power  assets. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  Closed  Session  items  18  and  19,  and  stated  that 
item  17,  and  20  through  27  would  not  be  heard. 

15.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

City  Attorney  Ambrose  requested  a motion  to  recuse  Commissioner  Courtney  from 
Closed  Session  due  to  his  employment  with  Laborers  Local  261. 
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On  Motion  to  Recuse  Commissioner  Courtney  from  Closed  Session: 
Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 


16.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  TO  ASSERT: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:51  PM. 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (2)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 
Anticipated  Litigation  - As  Defendant 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Laborers  International  Union  Local  261  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02234/Date  Filed:  March  4,  2015 
(Resolution  15-0104) 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

StarNet  Insurance  Company  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02313/Date  Filed:  March  10,  2015 
(Resolution  15-0105) 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6.  2013 

21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  y.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23.  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 
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The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:58  PM. 


28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  18  and  19. 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 
On  Motion  NOT  to  Disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

30.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:59  PM 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0097 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP)  - 
funded  Contract  No.  WW-580,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  (OSP),  W2  and  W3 
Water  System  Improvements  was  advertised  on  February  18,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $1,500,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$ 1 ,280,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  replace  and  upgrade  the  existing  deficient  and 
deteriorated  No.  3 water  filter  assemblies,  furnish  and  install  new  No.  2 water  filter  assemblies, 
chemical  metering  pumps,  chlorine  and  turbidity  analyzers,  and  associated  hazardous  material 
abatement,  plumbing,  instrumentation  & control,  electrical  and  painting  at  OSP;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  450  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project  No.  CWWRNRTF69,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
(OSP),  W2  and  W3  Water  System  Improvements,  was  determined  that  this  action  is  not  a 
“project”  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15378 
because  there  would  be  no  physical  change  in  the  environment;  and 

WHEREAS,  Three  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  March  26,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Cal  State  Constructors  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  18%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  20.3%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  WWE  Capital  Improvement  Program,  Project  No. 
CENMSCIC47,  WWE  Mechanical/Electrical  Upgrade;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  CIP  - funded  Contract  No.  WW-580,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
(OSP),  W2  and  W3  Water  System  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $1,494,047,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Cal  State  Constructors. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0098 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  have  developed  a 
project  description  under  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  for  the  improvements 
to  the  regional  water  supply  system,  otherwise  known  as  Project  No.  CUW30103,  Regional 
Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  approved  the  implementation  of  the  Groundwater  Storage  and 
Recovery  Project  (“Project”)  on  August  12,  2014  in  Resolution  No.  14-0127  following 
completion  and  certification  of  the  Project  environmental  impact  report  (EIR)  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  by  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  on  August  7, 
2014  in  its  Motion  No.  M- 19209;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project  operation  will  require  Daly  City  to  operate  its  Westlake  Pump 
Station  to  provide  chemical  treatment  of  water  pumped  by  Project  Wells  in  Daly  City,  as  well  as 
blending  with  surface  water  provided  to  Daly  City  by  the  SFPUC,  both  of  which  will  require 
design  and  construction  of  improvements  at  the  Westlake  Pump  Station;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project  operation  will  require  Daly  City  to  modify  operations  at  Reservoir  5 
to  blend  water  from  the  Project  wells  and  will  require  operations  planning  support;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  14-0127  and  Daly  City  Council  resolution  no.  14- 
153  dated  September  8,  2014  authorized  the  approval  of  an  agreement  entitled  “Agreement  for 
Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  from  the  Southern  Portion  of  the  Westside  Basin  by  and 
Among  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the  City  of  San  Bruno,  the  City  of  Daly 
City,  and  California  Water  Service  Company”  (“Operating  Agreement”);  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  9.1  of  the  Operating  Agreement  requires  the  SFPUC  to  pay  all 
Project  capital  costs,  which  include  engineering,  design  and  construction  costs  related  to  the 
modification  of  the  Westlake  Pump  Station  that  are  necessary  for  Project  operation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Daly  City  has  obtained  a proposal  from  Brown  and  Caldwell,  Inc.  to  design 
the  Westlake  Pump  Station  improvements  to  allow  treatment  of  water  pumped  by  two  Project 
Wells;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  parties  desire  to  enter  into  this  Memorandum  of  Understanding  to 
facilitate  payment  of  Westlake  Pump  Station  design  and  engineering  design  costs  by  the  SFPUC 
that  are  incurred  by  Daly  City  using  contractors  hired  for  that  purpose;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  finds  that  since  the  Project  EIR  was  finalized  and  the 
Project  approved  in  Commission  Resolution  No.  14-0127,  there  have  been  no  substantial  project 
changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  project  circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions 
to  the  EIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the 
severity  of  previously  identified  significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of 
substantial  importance  that  would  change  the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the  Project  EIR;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager,  or  his 
designee,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  Daly  City  substantially  in 
the  form  of  the  April  6,  2015  Draft  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  for  a an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $570,000  and  a duration  not  to  exceed  24  months. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  April  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0099 


WHEREAS,  Section  9(1),  the  Raker  Act  obligates  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
to  sell  or  supply,  upon  request,  to  the  Modesto  Irrigation  District  excess  Hetch  Hetchy  electrical 
energy  for  the  District’s  municipal  public  purposes  and  irrigation  pumping  needs;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  9,  2007,  Resolution  No.  07-0179,  this  Commission  authorized 
the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  the 
Long  Term  Energy  Sales  Agreement  (LTESA)  between  the  City  And  County  Of  San  Francisco 
and  the  Modesto  Irrigation  District;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  LTESA  became  effective  on  January  1,  2008  and  expires  on  June  30, 
2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Parties  have  agreed  that  additional  time  is  necessary  to  reach  final 
agreement  on  the  terms  and  conditions  of  a new  energy  sales  agreement  and  intend  to  extend  the 
existing  LTESA  for  a limited  period;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Extension  Agreement  between 
the  City  And  County  Of  San  Francisco  and  the  Modest  Irrigation  District,  and  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  Extension  Agreement  which  will  terminate  upon 
the  earlier  of,  approval  of  a replacement  agreement  by  both  parties  or  June  30,  2016;  subject  to 
approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  28,  2015. 


ecretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0100 


WHEREAS,  Section  9(1)  of  the  Raker  Act  obligates  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  to  sell  or  supply,  upon  request,  to  the  Turlock  Irrigation  District  excess  Hetch  Hetchy 
electrical  energy  for  the  district’s  municipal  public  purpose  and  irrigation  pumping  needs;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  14,  2005  per  Resolution  No.  05-0055,  this  Commission  authorized 
the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  the 
Amended  and  Restated  Long  Term  Power  Sales  Agreement  between  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  the  Turlock  Irrigation  District  (ARLTPSA);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  ARLTPSA  became  effective  on  February  14,  2004  and  expires  on  June 
30,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  parties  have  agreed  that  additional  time  is  necessary  to  reach  final 
agreement  on  the  terms  and  conditions  of  a new  agreement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Extension  Agreement  between 
the  City  and  County  Of  San  Francisco  and  the  Turlock  Irrigation  District,  and  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  Extension  Agreement,  which  will  terminate  on 
the  earlier  of  the  approval  of  a replacement  energy  sales  agreement  by  both  parties  or  June  30, 
2016;  subject  to  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


' 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0101 


WHEREAS,  On  December  9,  2014,  the  Commission  by  Resolution  No.  14-0197 
authorized  the  General  Manger  to  proceed  with  the  issuance  of  not  to  exceed  $48,000,000  of 
power  revenue  bonds  (the  “Bonds”),  and  directed  the  General  Manager  to  solicit  approval  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  for  the  issuance  of  the  Bonds;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bonds  will  be  issued  to  provide  funds  to  finance  the  costs  of  various 
capital  projects  consisting  of  reconstruction  or  replacement  of  existing  water  and/or  electric 
power  facilities  pursuant  to  Charter,  Section  9. 107(6);  and  the  acquisition,  construction, 
installation,  equipping,  improvement,  or  rehabilitation  of  equipment  or  facilities  for  renewable 
energy  and  energy  conservation  pursuant  to  Charter,  Section  9.107(8)  (the  “Project”);  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  24,  2015,  the  Board  approved,  and  on  April  2,  2015,  the  Mayor 
signed  the  Ordinance  No.  41-15  to  authorize  the  issuance  of  the  Bonds  for  the  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Staff  of  the  Commission  have  prepared  for  distribution  to  potential  investors 
a form  of  Official  Statement,  which  document  provides,  among  other  matters,  a description  of  the 
terms  of  the  Bonds  and  a summary  of  the  financial  position  of  the  SFPUC;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  As  follows: 

Section  1 . Approval  of  Form  of  Official  Statement.  The  Commission  hereby  approves 
the  form  of  preliminary  Official  Statement  submitted  on  the  date  hereof,  and  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  to  make  such  changes  therein  to  cause  the  document  to  be  complete  and 
accurate  in  all  material  respects,  and  the  General  Manager  is  hereby  further  authorized  to 
approve  the  preliminary  Official  Statement  in  substantially  said  form,  with  such  changes, 
additions,  modifications  (including  but  not  limited  to  the  inclusion  of  the  most  current  financial 
information  of  the  SFPUC)  or  deletions  as  such  officer  may  approve  upon  consultation  with  the 
City  Attorney,  and  to  deem  the  preliminary  Official  Statement  final  for  purposes  of  Rule  1 5c2- 1 2 
of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  to  execute  a certificate  to  that  effect, 
and  to  cause  the  preliminary  Official  Statement  to  be  delivered,  in  printed  or  electronic  form,  to 
purchasers  of  the  Bonds,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  delivery  of  said 
deemed-final  certificate.  The  General  Manager  is  hereby  further  authorized  and  directed  to  sign 
and  deliver  the  Official  Statement  in  final  form  to  purchasers  of  the  Bonds. 

Section  2.  General  Authority.  The  General  Manager,  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and 
Chief  Operating  Officer  and  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Business  Services  and  Chief 
Financial  Officer  of  the  Commission  and  the  other  officers  of  the  Commission  are  hereby 
authorized  and  directed,  each  acting  alone,  for  and  in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  this  Commission, 
to  execute  and  deliver  any  and  all  documents  and  certificates  concerning  the  contents  of  the 
Preliminary  Official  Statement  and  the  Official  Statement  in  connection  with  any  sale  of  the 
Bonds.  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  delegate  any  of  the  responsibilities  or  duties  set 
forth  in  this  resolution  to  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Operating  Officer  or  to  the 
Assistant  General  Manager,  Business  Services  and  Chief  Financial  Officer,  of  the  Commission. 


Section  3.  Ratification.  All  actions  heretofore  taken  by  the  officers,  employees  and 
agents  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  the  authorization,  sale  and  issuance  of  the  Bonds  prior 
to  the  date  hereof  but  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  hereof  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and 
confirmed. 

Section  4.  Effective  Date.  This  resolution  shall  take  effect  from  and  after  its  adoption. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0102 


WHEREAS,  On  July  15,  2014,  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  adopted 
emergency  regulations,  Resolution  2014-0038,  which  require  urban  water  suppliers  to  implement 
all  requirements  and  actions  of  its  water  shortage  contingency  plan  that  impose  mandatory 
restrictions  on  outdoor  irrigation;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  17,  2015,  the  State  Water  Board  adopted  emergency  regulations, 
Resolution  2015-0013,  which  extended  and  expanded  the  existing  emergency  regulations  with 
additional  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  water  use  and  commercial  businesses;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  31,  2014,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  asked  all  SFPUC  customers  to  voluntarily  curtail  water  consumption  by  at  least  10%; 
and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  12,  2014,  the  SFPUC  imposed  mandatory  restrictions,  consistent 
with  the  State  Water  Board’s  emergency  regulation,  on  outdoor  irrigation  by  reducing  all  outdoor 
irrigation  of  ornamental  landscapes  or  turf  with  potable  water  by  retail  customers  by  at  least 
10%;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Retail  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  (Plan)  was  adopted  by  the 
SFPUC  on  December  11,  2001  to  provide  the  SFPUC  with  a guidance  tool  to  be  used  for 
allocating  water  among  SFPUC  retail  customers  in  the  event  of  a water  shortage  due  to  drought; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Plan  allows  the  SFPUC  to  impose  any  additional  water  use  prohibitions 
applicable  to  retail  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  enactment  of 
the  proposed  emergency  restrictions  is  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Sections  15269  (Emergency  Projects)  and  15308 
(Actions  by  Regulatory  Agencies  for  Protection  of  the  Environment);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  temporarily  prohibit  potable  water  irrigation  during  and  within  48  hours  after 
measurable  rainfall,  in  effect  through  June  30,  2016  or  until  the  water  shortage  emergency  is 
lifted,  whichever  is  later;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  SFPUC  to  temporarily  require  operators  of  hotels  and  motels  to  provide  guests  with  the 
option  of  choosing  not  to  have  towels  and  linens  laundered  daily  and  to  prominently  display 
notice  of  this  option  in  each  guestroom,  in  effect  through  June  30,  2016  or  until  the  water 
shortage  emergency  is  lifted,  whichever  is  later;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  urges  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  adopt  any  legislation  that  is  necessary  in  the  view  of  the  City  Attorney  to 
implement  and  enforce  water  use  restrictions  adopted  by  this  Commission  or  the  General 
Manager  of  the  SFPUC. 


7 hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  April  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0103 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  will  be 
starting  its  Community  Choice  Aggregation  (CCA)  program  on  or  around  January  26,  2016; 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program  will  start  incurring  operating 
expenses  immediately  upon  its  start-up,  primarily  the  cost  of  purchasing  renewable  and  other 
energy  supplies  to  meet  its  customers’  needs,  but  will  not  be  paid  for  providing  this  service  until 
45  to  60  days  after  the  service  has  been  provided  and  customer  bills  have  been  issued  and  paid; 
and 


WHEREAS,  It  is  estimated  that  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program  would 
need  $4  million  in  working  capital  based  on  a 2-month  lag  between  initial  expenses  and 
revenues  to  address  this  temporary  shortfall;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  provision  of  working  capital  to  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation 
Program  will  be  a temporary  event,  with  the  CCA  Program  reimbursing  the  funds  with  interest; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  seek  the 
approval  of  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  the  supplemental  appropriation  of 
$4,000,000  from  the  Hetchy  Fund  Balance  for  the  purpose  of  transferring  those  funds  to  the 
Community  Choice  Aggregation  Operating  Reserves-Working  Capital  Fund,  subject  to  an 
interest  charge  at  the  otherwise  applicable  County-wide  pool  rate  (currently  0.73%)  to  be  repaid 
by  no  later  than  January  31,  2018,  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  take 
steps  necessary  to  effect  the  temporary  transfer  from  the  Hetch-Hetchy  Enterprise’s  Fund 
Balance  to  implement  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program,  subject  to  the  terms 
provided  here. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
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AGENDA 

Tuesday,  May  12,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
htto://sanfrandsco.oranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php?view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfaov.ora. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
■ McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.ora.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.ora  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


ISP 

«S§S!J!@$®I  rftSL  BBRffimonffiC  Isto'SS) 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code ")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  fiiipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (41 5)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100'  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.ora/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department's 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http.7/www.sf-plannina.org/index.aspx?paae=3447.Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 


3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  April  28,  2015 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 


5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Fluoridation  Update 

d)  Streetlight  Program  Update 

e)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 


6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Reports 

• Audit  of  Class  One  Power  Sales  to  the  Modesto  and 
Turlock  Irrigation  Districts 

• Follow-Up:  Community  Assistance  Program  Audit 

• Ratepayer  Assurance  Scorecard  and  Manual 

• Telephone  Asset  and  Cost  Audit 

• Wholesale  Revenue  Requirement  - Statement  of  Changes  in 
Balancing  Account,  FY  2013-14 

b)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report 

c)  Water  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Reports 

• Water  Enterprise  Regional  Report 

• Water  Enterprise  Local  Report 

d)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Update  & Reports 

• WSIP  Quarterly  Update 

• WSIP  Regional  Report 

• WSIP  Local  Report 

e)  Drought  Update 

f)  Power  Bond  Update 

g)  CCA  Update 


(Horn) 


(Perl) 

(How) 


(Wade) 


(Ritchie) 

(Perl) 

(Hale) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  A ttorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary , 


525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 


7 All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 


CD 


CD 


a)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WW-483RR,  North  Shore  to  Channel  Force  Main  Drainage 
Improvement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  with  KJ  Woods  Construction  Inc.,  by 
214  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  seven  months),  for  a total  revised 
contract  duration  of  1 ,293  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  years, 
six  months).The  increase  is  needed  for  additional  and  unforeseen  differing  site 
conditions  and  utility  conflicts  and  the  subsequent  schedule  delays  related  to 
these  issues.  (How) 


t • 

•o 


CD 


b)  Approve  execution  of  an  Attestation  of  Veracity  for  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  2014  Power  Source  Disclosure  Report  and  submission 
of  that  Report  to  the  California  Energy  Commission.  (Hale) 


REGULAR  SESSION 


uo  8.  Adopt  the  proposed  Wholesale  Revenue  Requirement  and  rate  schedule  for 
^ FYE  2016,  as  aPP|ied  to  meter  readings  on  or  after  July  1,  2015.  This  rate  schedule 

^-3  reflects  the  terms  of  the  2009  Water  Supply  Agreement  between  the  City  and 

irt  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Wholesale  Customers,  which  was  approved  on 
April  28,  2009  by  Commission  Resolution  No.  09-0069.  (Perl) 


9. 


-D 

H 


10. 


CD 

in 


Approve  the  selection  of  and  award  of  Agreement  Nos.  CS-392[G].A-C,  K-8 
Outdoor  Education  Grants,  to  Climate  Action  Now!  (CS-392.A);  Community  Grows 
(CS-392.B);  and  Education  Outside  (CS-392.C);  to  provide  outdoor  education 
services  to  8,000  elementary  students  in  grades  K-8  within  the  San  Francisco 
Unified  School  District.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute 
these  grant  agreements  in  the  amount  of  $30,000  (CS-392[G].A);  $30,000  (CS- 
392[G].B);  and  $200,000  (CS-392[G].C),  each  with  a duration  of  one  year,  and 
with  an  option  to  renew  up  to  two  additional  years,  for  a total  cumulative  not-to- 
exceed  grant  amount  of  $780,000;  and  with  a not-to-exceed  duration  of  three  years. 

(Ellis) 

Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-960(I),  Automatic  Bill  Payment 
Enrollment  Services,  with  STOP  Processing  Center,  to  provide  ongoing 
processing/enrollment  services  for  water  and  wastewater  customers  who  want  their 
bills  paid  through  an  automatic  bill  payment  service;  and  authorize  the  General 


ISOlil 


Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  term  by  two 
years  and  eight  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  with  no 
change  to  the  agreement  value.  (Perl) 


11.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPCSSR03,  Kansas  and  Marin  Streets  Sewer  System 
Improvement  (Project),  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  implement  the 
Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law,  subject  to  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  where  required,  including:  (i)  undertaking  the  process  in 
compliance  with  California  Government  Code  Section  7260  et  seq.  for  possible 
acquisition,  for  a combined  purchase  price  not-to-exceed  $1,000,000  of 
temporary  and  permanent  interests  in  real  property  in  Assessor's  Parcel  001 J in 
Assessor's  Block  4343,  owned  by  2479  Marin  Street,  LLC,  and  in  Assessor's  Parcel 
001 D in  Block  4343,  owned  by  Beronio  Lumber  Inc.;  (ii)  undertaking  the  process,  in 
compliance  with  the  Uniform  Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property  Acquisition 
Policies  Act  of  1970,  49  CFR  Part  24,  and  all  applicable  laws,  to  provide 
assistance  and  relocation  benefits  to  qualified  City  tenants  who  may  be 
displaced  by  the  construction  access  and  staging  activities  on  Assessor's 
Parcel  031  in  Assessor's  Block  No.  4343,  owned  by  the  City;  (iii)  negotiating  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 
to  address  the  Project's  temporary  use  of  portions  of  Assessor's  Parcel  031  in 
Assessor's  Block  No.  4343;  and  (iv)  working  with  the  Director  of  Real  Estate  to  seek 
any  necessary  Board  approval  and  upon  receipt  of  all  necessary  Board  approval,  to 
accept  and  execute  the  real  property  agreements  authorized  herein.  This  action 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to 
Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (How) 
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12.  Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  regarding  schedules  of  rates 
and  charges  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  Power 
Enterprise  for  Phase  One  of  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation  service 
within  San  Francisco.  This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  program 
for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code.  (Perl) 


13.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 


14.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Fursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.1 0 (d)  (1 ) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

Laborers  International  Union  Local  26 1 vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02234/Date  Filed:  March  4,  2015 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Zaria  Daskam  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-534052 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  140437 
Date  Filed:  September  5,  2013 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Simpson) 

Existing  Claim 
West  Bay  Builders,  Inc. 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-00267 
Date  Filed:  August  1, 2014 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  201 5. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 


(Mueller) 


Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

26.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 


27.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

28.  Other  new  business. 


29.  Adjournment 
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San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS  Tuesday,  April  28,  2015-  1:30  PM  City 
Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at 
a Regular  Meeting  of  the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 
COMMISSION,  and  if  necessary,  May  12,  2015  City  Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at  a Regular  Meeting  of 
the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION,  and  if  necessary, 
May  26,  2015  City  Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA  941 02,  at  a Regular  Meeting  of  the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC 
UTILITIES  COMMISSION:  Public  Hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to 
adopt  a schedules  of  electric  rates  and  charges  for  customers  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  for  phase  one  of  the 
Community  Choice  Aggregation  Program  for  renewable  power  procurement 
within  San  Francisco.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at 
least  72  hours  before  the  scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC  website 
www.sfwater.org,  or  by  calling  (415)  554-3165. 


San  Francisco 

Water  >wer  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  May  26,  2015-1 :30  PM  City  Hall, 
Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at  a 
Regular  Meeting  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the 
governing  board  of  the  publicly  owned  utility  operations  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco:  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  impose  a 
2015-2016  drought  program,  including  updated  excess  use  charges  for 
excessive  use  of  water  on  ornamental  landscaping  and  turf.  The  excess  use 
charges  are  mandatory  and  applicable  to  approximately  1 ,600  potable  water 
irrigation  account  holders.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be 
available  at  least  72  hours  before  the  scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC 
website  www.sfwater.org,  or  by  calling  (415)  554-3165. 
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San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


MINUTES 

Tuesday,  May  12,  2015 

(As  Approved  on  May  26,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.ora 

Gavel-to-Gavei  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.Dhp7view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

Commissioner  Moran  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:33  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Caen  and  Vietor 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  due  to  the  absence  of  the  President  and  Vice 
President,  and  as  per  the  Rules  of  Order,  he  would  be  serving  as  Chair. 

He  stated  that  public  comment  would  be  limited  to  two  minutes  per  person  on  all 
items. 

He  stated  that  item  6g,  CCA  Update,  would  be  heard  with  item  12;  and  that  only 
items  16  and  17  would  be  heard  during  Closed  Session. 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  April  28.  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes  of  April  28,  2015 
AYES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Ms.  Ann  Clark,  Friends  of  Camp  Mather,  invited  the  Commission  to  a June  4th 
Commonwealth  Club  event,  “I  never  knew  there  were  so  many  stars  in  the  sky”. 

• Ms.  Karla  Jones  stated  that  residents  of  San  Mateo  County  have  the  perception 
that  there  is  no  drought  since  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  is  full. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Fluoridation  Update 

d)  Streetlight  Program  Update 

e)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Reports 

• Audit  of  Class  One  Power  Sales  to  the  Modesto  and  Turlock  Irrigation 
Districts 

• Follow-Up:  Community  Assistance  Program  Audit 

• Ratepayer  Assurance  Scorecard  and  Manual 

• Telephone  Asset  and  Cost  Audit 


SFPUC  Minutes 
May  12,  2015 


Page  2 


• Wholesale  Revenue  Requirement  - Statement  of  Changes  in  Balancing 
Account.  FY  2013-14 

Ms.  Nancy  Horn,  Acting  CFO,  reviewed  the  quarterly  Audit  and  Performance 
Review  Reports.  She  discussed  the  audit  and  review  portfolio,  audits 
completed  and  reports  issued  in  the  third  quarter;  and  the  schedule  projects 
during  the  next  12  months.  Ms.  Horn  responded  to  a question  from 
Commissioner  Kwon  on  how  audits  are  determined  and  how  results  are 
tracked  and  implemented. 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  about  audit  tracking;  how  the  process  could  be 
modified  to  deal  with  non-concurrences  to  ensure  transparency;  and 
expressed  concern  with  the  scorecard. 

General  Manager  ( GM)  Kelly  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner 
Kwon  asking  if  audit  results  are  incorporated  into  the  business  and  action 
plans  and/or  department  goals,  or  if  they  are  incorporated  into  a separate 
action  plan.  Ms.  Horn  provided  additional  response.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

b)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report 

Mr.  Charles  Perl,  Deputy  CFO,  provided  a Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report.  He 
reviewed  the  current  financial  status  and  obligations  for  Water,  Wastewater  and 
Hetch  Hetchy.  He  noted  that  the  Power  Enterprise  reported  lower  revenues  for 
power  generation.  Mr.  Perl  reviewed  key  reserve  rations,  and  stated  that  the 
PUC  is  abiding  by  the  reserve  fund  balance  requirements. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

c)  Water  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Reports 

• Water  Enterprise  Regional  Report 

• Water  Enterprise  Local  Report 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM)  Infrastructure,  stated  that 
per  a previous  request  from  Commissioner  Moran,  the  Water  and  Wastewater 
CIP  Quarterly  Reports  format  was  revised  to  be  consistent  with  the  WSIP 
Quarterly  Report.  She  indicated  that  going  forward  the  Local  and  Regional 
Reports  will  be  combined  for  efficiency.  She  stated  that  the  Local  Water 
report  includes  metrics  for  miles  of  replacement  and  reviewed  replacements 
completed.  GM  Kelly  provided  comments  on  coordination  between 
departments  on  replacement  efforts. 

Commissioner  Courtney  stated  there  is  a public  misperception  that  there  is  no 
coordination  between  departments  and  recommended  that  it  be  articulated 
that  coordination  efforts  are  happening.  GM  Kelly  and  AGM  How  concurred. 
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Public  Comments 
None. 


d)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Update  & Reports 

• WSIP  Quarterly  Update 

• WSIP  Regional  Report 

• WSIP  Local  Report 

Mr.  Dan  Wade,  WSIP  Director,  provided  a WSIP  quarterly  update.  He 
discussed  the  WSIP  Program  status,  noting  the  regional  program  is  87.5 
percent  complete;  local  program  is  99.2  percent  complete;  and  the  overall 
WSIP  is  88.6  percent  complete.  He  indicated  the  majority  of  current  activity  is 
in  construction;  65  projects  are  completed;  and  two  projects  are  in  pre- 
construction. Mr.  Wade  reviewed  recent  accomplishments  and  outlined 
Transmission  Projects. 

Mr.  Wade  offered  a pre-construction  update  on  the  Alameda  Creek 
Recapture;  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery;  and  Alameda 
Creek  Fish  Passage  Facilities. 

Mr.  Wade  updated  the  Commission  on  major  active  projects,  including  the 
Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project;  New  In/ington  Tunnel  Project;  HTWTP 
Long-Term  Improvements;  and  Peninsula  Pipeline  Seismic  Upgrade. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

e)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM  Water,  provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed 
reservoir  storage  levels,  noting  Hetch  Hetchy  is  at  77  percent  and  Water  bank  is 
at  27  percent.  In  response  to  prior  public  comment  related  to  the  Crystal  Springs 
Reservoir  level,  Mr.  Ritchie  discussed  local  system  storage  levels  and  the  need 
for  full  local  storage. 

AGM  Ritchie  reviewed  historical  water  bank  storage  since  October  1982; 
discussed  cumulative  precipitation;  Snowpack;  Tuolumne  River  Water  available 
to  the  City;  Upcountry  six-station  precipitation  index;  Bay  Area  seven-station 
precipitation  index;  Total  deliveries;  and  Total  System  Water  Savings. 

Mr.  Ritchie  updated  the  Commission  on  State  Water  Board  Regulations  which 
were  adopted  on  May  5,  2015,  and  discussed  anticipated  San  Francisco  actions. 
AGM  Ritchie  concluded  with  a brief  summary. 

In  response  to  a request  from  Commissioner  Moran,  AGM  Ritchie  offered 
additional  response  to  the  question  posed  during  public  comment  regarding  full 
reservoir  levels. 


SFPUC  Minutes 
May  12,  2015 


Page  4 


Mr.  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Kwon  regarding 
underground  aquifers  and  drought  impact.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

f)  Power  Bond  Update 

Mr.  Perl  provided  the  Commission  with  an  update  on  the  Power  Bond  Sale.  He 
stated  that  it  was  the  first  bond  sale  for  the  Power  Enterprise  and  was  sold  as 
two  series:  $32M  Series  A - Green  Bonds;  and  $7.5M  Series  B Bonds.  Mr.  Perl 
thanked  Mr.  Morales,  Debt  Manager  and  his  staff  for  their  work. 

g)  CCA  Update 

The  CCA  update  was  heard  with  item  12. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Clean  Energy  Advocates,  San  Francisco 
Green  Party,  and  Our  City,  requested  a report  on  the  use  of  H Bonds  and 
Green  Bonds. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Calendar  items. 

7.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WW-483RR,  North  Shore  to  Channel  Force  Main  Drainage 
Improvement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  with  KJ  Woods  Construction  Inc.,  bv 
214  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  1 ,293 
consecutive  calendar  days.  The  increase  is  needed  for  additional  and  unforeseen 
differing  site  conditions  and  utility  conflicts  and  the  subsequent  schedule  delays 
related  to  these  issues.  (Resolution  15-0106) 

b)  Approve  execution  of  an  Attestation  of  Veracity  for  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  2014  Power  Source  Disclosure  Report  and  submission  of 
that  Report  to  the  California  Energy  Commission.  (Resolution  15-01071 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  Items  7a  and  7b: 

A YES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

8.  Adopt  the  proposed  Wholesale  Revenue  Requirement  and  rate  schedule  for  FYE 
2016,  as  applied  to  meter  readings  on  or  after  July  1 , 201 5.  This  rate  schedule 
reflects  the  terms  of  the  2009  Water  Supply  Agreement  between  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Wholesale  Customers,  which  was  approved  on 
April  28,  2009  bv  Commission  Resolution  No.  09-0069.  (Resolution  15-0108) 
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Mr.  Perl  introduced  the  item  and  stated  that  the  Wholesale  Rates  are  contractual.  He 
reviewed  historical  retail  and  wholesale  water  sales;  Wholesale  Water  Revenue 
requirement;  Wholesale  Rates  - historical  and  projected  increases.  He  stated  the 
rate  change  has  been  shared  with  Wholesale  customers.  He  reviewed  how  the 
Wholesale  rate  structure  is  determined  and  discussed  how  the  rates  have  changed 
since  FY  2009-10.  He  noted  the  discount  provided  to  a customer  who  receives 
untreated  water. 

Mr.  Perl  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  Wholesale 
and  City  demand  levels. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  8: 

AYES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  Approve  the  selection  of  and  award  of  Agreement  Nos.  CS-392[G1.A-C,  K-8 
Outdoor  Education  Grants,  to  Climate  Action  Now!  (CS-392.A);  Community  Grows 
(CS-392.B1:  and  Education  Outside  (CS-392.C1:  to  provide  outdoor  education 
services  to  8,000  elementary  students  in  grades  K-8  within  the  San  Francisco 
Unified  School  District.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute 
these  grant  agreements  in  the  amount  of  $30,000  (CS-392fG1.A);  $30,000  (CS- 
392fG1.B);  and  $200,000  (CS-392rG1.C),  each  with  a duration  of  one  year,  and  with 
an  option  to  renew  up  to  two  additional  years,  for  a total  cumulative  not-to-exceed 
grant  amount  of  $780,000;  and  with  a not-to-exceed  duration  of  three  years. 
(Resolution  15-0109) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  9: 

AYES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-960(I),  Automatic  Bill  Payment 
Enrollment  Services,  with  STOP  Processing  Center,  to  provide  ongoing 
processing/enrollment  services  for  water  and  wastewater  customers  who  want  their 
bills  paid  through  an  automatic  bill  payment  service;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  term  by  two  years 
and  eight  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  with  no  change  to  the 
agreement  value.  (Resolution  15-01 101 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  10: 

AYES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 
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Public  Comments 
None. 


11.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPCSSR03.  Kansas  and  Marin  Streets  Sewer  System 
Improvement  (Project),  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  implement  the  Project 
in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
approval  where  required,  including:  (if  undertaking  the  process  in  compliance  with 
California  Government  Code  Section  7260  et  sea,  for  possible  acquisition,  for  a 
combined  purchase  price  not-to-exceed  $1,000,000  of  temporary  and  permanent 
interests  in  real  property  in  Assessor's  Parcel  001 J in  Assessor's  Block  4343.  owned 
by  2479  Marin  Street.  LLC,  and  in  Assessor's  Parcel  001 D in  Block  4343.  owned  bv 
Beronio  Lumber  Inc.;  (ii)  undertaking  the  process,  in  compliance  with  the  Uniform 
Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property  Acquisition  Policies  Act  of  1970.  49  CFR 
Part  24,  and  all  applicable  laws,  to  provide  assistance  and  relocation  benefits  to 
qualified  City  tenants  who  may  be  displaced  bv  the  construction  access  and  staging 
activities  on  Assessor's  Parcel  031  in  Assessor's  Block  No.  4343,  owned  bv  the  Citv: 
(iii)  negotiating  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works  to  address  the  Project's  temporary  use  of  portions  of 
Assessor's  Parcel  031  in  Assessor's  Block  No.  4343:  and  (iv)  working  with  the 
Director  of  Real  Estate  to  seek  any  necessary  Board  approval  and  upon  receipt  of  all 
necessary  Board  approval,  to  accept  and  execute  the  real  property  agreements 
authorized  herein.  This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the 
purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-01  lit 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  1 1: 

AYES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

12.  Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  regarding  schedules  of  rates  and 
charges  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  Power  Enterprise  for 
Phase  One  of  the  Community  Choice  Aggregation  (CCA)  service  within  San 
Francisco.  This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  program  for  the 
purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-0112) 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  stated  the  Procurement  Ordinance  passed  out  of 
the  Budget  and  Finance  Committee,  as  well  as  the  Full  Board.  She  noted  an 
amendment  was  included  by  the  Board  President  requiring  the  contracts  be  put  in 
the  Board  file  within  30  days  of  signing.  She  added  that  the  RFP  for  back-office  and 
customer  care  is  completed  and  is  making  it  through  the  City  process. 

Ms.  Hale  introduced  Mr.  Perl  who  presented  initial  Not-to-Exceed  (NTE)  rates  for 
the  CCA  Program.  Mr.  Perl  noted  the  rate  established  the  rate  ceiling  and  will  allow 
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staff  to  move  forward  with  the  planned  January  launch.  He  stated  customers  won’t 
pay  any  more  than  PG&E  customers. 

Mr.  Perl  reviewed  the  rate-setting  road  map,  including  the  authorization  approval 
requested;  subsequent  submission  of  CCA  rates  to  the  Board;  and  a planned  return 
in  the  Fall  of  2015  to  present  programs  rates  which  are  to  be  included  in  customer 
notices  and  bills.  Mr.  Perl  reviewed  initial  CCA  rates  and  charges,  clarifying  those 
that  are  required  by  State  law  and  those  that  are  up  to  SFPUC  discretion. 

Mr.  Perl  discussed  the  initial  NTE  rate  proposal,  including  the  Program  goal; 
proposed  rate  actions;  actions  to  be  taken  prior  to  Program  launch;  and  Pate 
Fairness  Board  presentation. 

Mr.  Perl  presented  and  discussed  the  proposed  initial  NTE  rates  for  the  Default 
Product  and  the  Premium  “Opt-up”  Product.  He  discussed  PG&E  charges  that  are 
passed-onto  CCA  customers:  Power  Charge  Indifference  Adjustment  (PCIA);  and 
the  Franchise  Fee  Surcharge  (FFS).  He  reviewed  the  proposed  CCA  NTE  rate 
methodology  used  to  determine  the  rate. 

Mr.  Perl  shared  a sample  bill  fora  CCA  Tier  1 customer  and  a PG&E  customer, 
noting  the  CCA's  generation  rate  is  lower  than  PG&E.  He  touched  on  the  CCA 
proposed  tariffs. 

Mr.  Perl  reviewed  minor  word  changes  to  the  proposed  Resolution  which  were 
requested  by  Commissioner  Moran,  and  were  provided  to  the  Commission,  located 
on  the  second  and  third  “Further  Resolved”  clauses  on  page  two;  and  the  sixth 
“Further  Resolved”  clause  on  page  three. 

Mr.  Perl  thanked  AGM  Hale  and  Ms.  Cheryl  Taylor  and  staff  for  their  work. 

Commissioner  Moran  discussed  his  request  for  changes  to  the  Resolution.  He 
requested  that  staff  present  the  Commission  with  a marketing  plan  and  CCA 
customer  offerings. 

Commissioner  Moran  read  statements  from  President  Ann  Caen  and  Vice 
President  Francesca  Vietor  expressing  their  support  for  the  CCA  Program. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  Item  12: 

AYES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  thanked  the  Commission  for  their  support  and  spoke  on 
stakeholder  outreach  and  engagement. 

• Mr.  Paul  Kangas,  Solar  Justice,  asked  if  the  SFPUC  can  regulate  what  PG&E 
pays  homeowners  solar  energy  they  produce.  Commissioner  Moran  provided 
response. 
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• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Clean  Energy  Advocates,  San  Francisco  Green 
Party,  and  Our  City,  discussed  feed-in-tariff  and  net  metering. 

• Ms.  Adele  Framer,  350  SF,  expressed  support  for  the  item  and  requested 
Commission  approval. 

• Mr.  Zach  Rowe,  Sierra  Club,  thanked  the  Commission  for  their  support  and 
encouraged  passage. 

• Ms.  Karen  Babbit,  Sierra  Club,  thanked  the  Commission  for  their  support  and 
encouraged  passage. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman  thanked  staff  for  their  work  and  encouraged  passage.  Fie 
provided  thoughts  on  PCIA  charges. 

• Ms.  Jess  Dervin-Ackerman,  Sierra  Club,  thanked  the  Commission  for  their 
support  and  looks  forward  to  next  steps. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  the  advocates  for  their  work,  dedication,  and 
support  throughout  the  process.  Fie  asked  that  workforce  development  not  be 
forgotten. 

GM  Kelly  thanked  staff  for  their  hard  work  and  that  he  looks  forward  to  a successful 
Program. 

13.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

14.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  TO  Assert: 

A YES:  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items  and  stated  that  item  15, 
and  items  18  through  25  would  not  be  heard. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3:20  PM. 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (11 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Laborers  International  Union  Local  261  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02234/Date  Filed:  March  4,  2015 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Zaria  Daskam  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-534052 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  140437 
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Date  Filed:  September  5,  2013 
(Resolution  15-0113) 


17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)(1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Claim 

West  Bay  Builders,  Inc. 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-00267 
Date  Filed:  August  1, 2014 
(Resolution  15-0114) 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  y.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10.  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015- 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (dl  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015- 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2Hiih:  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
T ransmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 . 201 5 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2t(iii):  City  and  Countv  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1. 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (It 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 

25.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  fat 
Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Session  at  3:29  PM. 

26.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

Commissioner  Moran  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  16  and 
1 7.  He  stated  item  1 7 approved  the  close-out  and  final  payment  to  the  contractor  in 
the  amount  of  $194,098.48,  with  additional  settlements  subject  to  BOS  approval. 

27.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  NOT  to  Disclose: 

A YES:  Caen,  Moran,  Courtney  and  Moran 

28.  Other  new  business. 

Commissioner  Courtney  expressed  concern  with  limiting  public  comment  unless 
absolutely  necessary,  and  wishes  to  avoid  it  at  all  cost. 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  Commissioner  Courtney  for  his  comments.  He  noted 
a requirement  to  announce  any  limits  to  public  comment  at  the  beginning  of  the 
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29. 


meeting  so  it  is  applied  to  all  items  on  the  agenda.  He  discussed  the  reasoning 
behind  limiting  the  public  comment  at  the  meeting.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Adjournment 

Commissioner  Moran  adjourned  the  meeting  at  3:34  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0106 


WHEREAS,  On  April  24,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0065,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE)  funded  Contract  No.  WW-483RR,  North  Shore  to 
Channel  Force  Main  Drainage  Improvement  and  Pavement  Renovation  to  K.J.  Woods 
Construction  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  May  29, 
2012,  and  the  original  contract  amount  was  for  $15,488,000  and  the  original  contract  duration 
was  553  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  12,  2013,  per  Resolution  No.  13-0040,  this  Commission 
approved  an  increase  in  the  contract  cost  and  duration  contingencies  in  the  amount  of 
$15,324,000,  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  up  to  $32,360,800,  and  an  increase  in  the 
contract  duration  contingency  of  466  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  revised  contract 
duration  up  to  1,019  consecutive  calendar  days,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent 
authorization  of  modifications,  if  appropriate;  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  seek  Board 
of  Supervisor’s  authorization  for  acceptance  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  work,  as 
necessary,  consistent  with  the  Resolution;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  8,  2013,  per  File  No.  130367,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  re- 
appropriated  $16,546,000  to  the  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  27,  2014,  per  Resolution  No.  14-0086,  this  Commission  approved 
an  increase  in  the  contract  cost  and  duration  contingencies  in  the  amount  of  $12,726,300,  for  a 
total  revised  contract  amount  up  to  $45,087,100,  and  an  increase  in  the  contract  duration 
contingency  of  60  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  1,079 
consecutive  calendar  days,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of 
modifications,  if  appropriate;  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  seek  Board  of  Supervisor’s 
authorization  for  acceptance  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the  work,  as  necessary,  consistent 
with  the  Resolution;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  16,  2014,  per  File  No.  140726,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  re- 
appropriated  $23,000,000  to  the  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  subsections  6.22(H)(1)  and  (2)  of  the  Administrative  Code, 
cumulative  increases  in  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  and  cumulative 
extensions  of  time  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  are  subject  to  the 
Commission  approval;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  encountered  additional  unforeseeable  circumstances  in  the  field 
since  May  2014,  including  additional  unforeseeable  obstructions  that  required  the  contractor  to 
perform  hand-mining  work;  encountering  a direct  utility  conflict  that  required  the  private  utility 
to  relocate  its  facility;  encountering  additional  abandoned  sewers  from  the  1900s;  and 
contingency  for  potential  obstmctions  or  other  unknown  utility  conflicts;  and 


WHEREAS,  On  April  24,  2012,  at  a duly  noticed  public  hearing,  the  SFPUC  adopted 
Resolution  No.  12-0065,  in  which  the  SFPUC  adopted  CEQA  Findings  the  Final  Mitigated 
Negative  Declaration  (FMND),  and  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP) 
for  the  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Extension  of  the  contract  duration  would  not  result  in  any  new  significant 
environmental  impacts  or  a substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts  that  would  alter  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  FMND,  and  the  administrative  record, 
and  would  not  require  any  new  mitigation  measures  and  no  additional  environmental  review 
would  be  necessary;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  files,  including  the  FMND  and  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  12-0065 
have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the 
record  before  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  subcontracting  goal  of  15%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  was  established  for  this  construction  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  20.7%  LBE  participation  goal,  as  submitted  at  the  time  of  bid,  has  been 
committed  by  the  Contractor;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CENMSCIC52  and  CWWSIPNC01; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
duration  contingency  by  214  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up 
to  1,293  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  consider,  and 
if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  the  WWE-funded  Contract 
No.  WW-483RR,  North  Shore  to  Channel  Force  Main  Drainage  Improvement  and  Pavement 
Renovation  with  K.J.  Woods  Construction. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  12,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0107 


WHEREAS,  State  law  (Public  Utilities  Code  Sections  398.4  and  398.5)  requires  “retail 
suppliers  of  electricity  products”  to  disclose  to  their  end  use  customers  annually  the 
electricity  sources  for  their  sales  to  those  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  is  required  to 
report  this  information  together  with  supporting  documentation  to  the  California  Energy 
Commission  (CEC)  in  the  form  of  a Power  Source  Disclosure  (PSD)  Report;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PSD  Report  shows  that  for  calendar  year  2014,  the  SFPUC  met  its  end 
use  customers’  needs  with  electricity  sources  that  were  91%  hydroelectric  and  9%  eligible 
renewable  energy  resources  under  California’s  Renewable  Portfolio  Standard;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  plans  to  submit  the  PSD  Report  for  2014,  in  verified  form,  to 
the  CEC  on  or  before  June  1,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  CEC  regulations  allow  the  Commission  to  approve  submission  of  an 
attestation  of  veracity  in  lieu  of  having  the  report  independently  verified;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  developed  the  PSD  Report  consistent  with  the  CEC’s 
regulations  using  metered  generation,  use,  and  sales  data  used  for  preparing  and  verifying 
the  SFPUC’s  scheduling,  billing,  and  settlement  activities,  which  is  the  same  data  used  in 
other  public  reports  and  regulatory  compliance  filings;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Acting  Manager  of  Regulatory  and  Legislative  Affairs  for  the  SFPUC 
Power  Enterprise,  as  the  designee  of  the  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Power,  has  signed  an 
attestation  of  the  veracity  of  the  PSD  Report,  now  therefore;  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  approves  the  submission  of  the  attached 
attestation  of  veracity  for  the  Power  Source  Disclosure  Report  for  Calendar  Year  2014 
attached  to  this  Resolution. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  12,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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San  brancisco 
Water  b. 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

sfwater.org 

Where  Your  Hetch  Hetchy  Power  Comes  From 

The  Hetch  Hetchy  Power  System  is  the  clean  energy  backbone  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco.  Hetch  Hetchy  energy  is  100%  greenhouse  gas  free  and  doesn't  produce 
any  harmful  radioactive  byproducts.  In  fact,  our  diverse  energy  portfolio  is  among  the 
cleanest  in  the  nation  and  primarily  features  hydroelectric,  solar  and  biogas-generated 
power.  We  provide  this  power  to  all  of  San  Francisco’s  municipal  facilities  and  customers, 
which  include: 


• SFO  • MUNI  • hospitals  • schools  • police  stations  • fire  stations  • City  tenants 

• Treasure  Island  • residences  & businesses  in  the  redeveloped  Hunters  Point  Shipyard 


2014  Greenhouse  Gas  - Free,  Renewable  Power  Supply 


POWER  CONTENT 

LABEL 

_ 

ENERGY  RESOURCES 

2014  SFPUC  POWER  MIX  2013  CA  POWER  MIX** 

(for  comparison) 

Eligible  Renewable 

9% 

19% 

• Biomass  & Biowaste 

1% 

2.7% 

■ Geothermal 

0% 

4.4% 

• Eligible  Hydroelectric 

3% 

1.4% 

■ Solar 

1% 

1.8% 

•Wind 

4% 

8.6% 

Coal 

0% 

8% 

Large  Hydroelectric 

91% 

8% 

Natural  Gas 

0% 

44% 

Nuclear 

0% 

9% 

Other 

0% 

0% 

Unspecified  sources  of  power* 

0% 

13% 

TOTAL 

100% 

100% 

* “Unspecified  sources  of  power"  means  electricity  from  transactions  that  are  not  traceable  to  specific 
generation  sources. 

**  Percentages  are  estimated  annually  by  the  California  Energy  Commission  based  on  the  electricity  sold 
to  California  consumers  during  the  previous  year. 


Eor  specific  informabon  about  this  electricity  product,  contact  the  San  Francisco  Public  Ublibes  Commission 
at  (415)  551-4720.  For  general  informabon  about  the  Power  Content  Label,  contact  the  California  Energy 
Commission  at  (800)  555-7794  or  www.energy.ca.gov/consumer. 


8.0  MW  San  Francisco’s  municipal  rooftop 

solar  arrays  generate  clean,  renewable 
energy  inside  and  outside  of  the  City. 


The  Hetch  Hetchy  Power  System 
generates  hydroelectric  energy 
from  four  powerhouses. 


3.1  MW  San  Francisco's  wastewater  treatment 

plants  convert  biogas  into  heat  and  power, 
generabng  clean,  renewable  energy. 
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PROPOSED  ANNUAL  REPORT  TO  THE 
v CALIFORNIA 
ENERGY  COMMISSION: 

Power  Source  Disclosure  Program 
For  Year  ending:  12/31/2014 


GENERAL  INSTRUCTIONS 


Icily 


Company  Name 


and  County  of  San  Francisco  - SFPUC 


Fill  out  the  schedules  that  apply  to  your  company’s  filing  requirements. 
Please  print,  sign  the  attestation,  scan  and  e-mail  or  mail  the  attestation  to 
the  address  shown  below. 


California  Energy  Commission 
1516  9th  St.  MS-45 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
e-mail:  <kevin.chou@energy.ca.gov> 


If  you  have  questions,  contact  Kevin  Chou  at  (916)  653-1628  or 
<kevin.chou@energy.ca.gov>. 


NOTE:  Information  submitted  in  this  report  is  not 
automatically  held  confidential.  If  your  company  wishes  the 
information  you  submit  to  be  held  in  confidence,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  submit  an  application  for  confidentiality. 
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INTRODUCTION 


Each  worksheet  with  the  exception  of  the  "Attestation,"  is  identified  by  a schedule  number  and  a title  that  descnbes 
the  information  needed  for  that  sheet.  The  program  participants  are  only  required  to  submit  those  schedules  tha 

relevant  to  them  as  identified  below. 


The  following  schedules  are  required  for  retail  suppliers'  claims  of  specific  purchases. 


Schedule  # 

1 

Power  Purchases  and  Resales  

2 

Appeal  Power  Content  Label  Calculation  ^ — - 

N/A 

Attestation  ___ . 

The  following  schedules  are  required  for  Power  Pools  that  facilitated  claims  of  specific  purchases: 


Schedule  # 

3 

Power  Sold  Into  Pool  

4 

Power  Purchased  Out  of  Pool  

N/A 

dsn:  2014_Proposed_AB162_Annual_Report_CCSF  Draft2  050212. xlsx 


SPECIFIC  INSTRUCTIONS 


retail  suppliers  folJSbv  fnstaStr  aJSte  B Pow«  PoSll"  SChadl"eS  aPP'iCab'e 

SCHEDULES  TO  BE  COMPLETED  BY:  RETAIL  SUPPLIERS 

Schedule  1:  Power  Purchases  and  Resales 

ZZ2SS  Me"n9  in,0rma"°n  *“*  a“  PPWar  Purpha“5  *tal  — — to  support  a»  electricity 

products  in  ajgregatertadl^'^'tadS^e!  tuinype'S^'l^s  STS/T  ^ T purchases  <for  a" 

Of  the  pool  in  lieu  of  the  generating  factWy  name  To  oS  m!  " n, " f”T  P°°''  " “ SMde"<  <°  •»"=»» 

Commission.  If  Western  Renewable  Enerov  Generation  inf  P?  e*  S°  ^ 109  an  Annual  RePort  w'th  the  Energy 
but  the  electricity  associated  (”REGIS>  CertfelKs  we™ 

identify  ,h.  facility  from  which  the  T**  **  **  'Vpe  « "REC  W 

Certificates  were  issued  but  those  Certificates  wpI  t h’  f ' * Clty  was  Purchased  for  which  WREGIS 
along  with  the  facility  from  which  the  electricity  was  purchased  ^e'-Polrer  ReS"’' I “ "unspea,led  P'W 
power  that  was  resold  at  wholesale  or  self-consumed  (and  therefore  not  able  K be  data™  “ Pr°,ldad ,e“'din9 

ctaSSXTyaSnhtch  !°  T*  9e"era,l°"  *"P“  * >“**<> 

such  that  the  generating  facility  cannot  be  identified)  or  tomjH  now!^9  P°wer  Purchased  from  the  wholesale  market 
transferred  energy  only  and  not  the  RECs  associated  with  th  t P ' parchases  from  a transaction  that  expressly 
unknown,  please  indicate  "Generic  PurS^^F^Zh  i'"'e  iS 

Schedule  2:  Annual  Power  Content  Label  Calculator 

™uJSt  e^““™r:sr  rr,io  d,rom  sr 1 * 1 *>  » p— 

company  intends  to  L on  your^,^5^S£?taCS',•  “ 3 PheCk  a9ai"S'  'h9  ™ ,hat 

Attestation 

SiSS  ri,h  ,he  Annpai  Report  ,o  ,he  <*»»*-<». 

and  only  once  to  retail  consumed  For  htS  f schedales  « correct  and  that  the  power  has  been  sold  “once 
cursor  over  the  blanks)  but  leave  the  signature  block  blan^  o th'S  fil'n9,  simply  fi”  out  the  information  (insert  your 
and  included  in  the  package  that  is  mailed  or  emailed  to  the  EnergyC^mmisU^  temP'a‘e  mUSt  **  by  hand 
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This  wolksheet  is  provided  for  entering  information  about  all  power  sold  into  the  power  pool. 

sold.  „ ..  . nf  thiq  naae  is  provided  for  information  about  total 

Unspecified  Purchases:  A separate  ta  e a e R rt  to  the  Energy  Commission  refers  to  any  purchase 

unspecified  purchases,  which  for  purposes  of  contract  trail  or  equivalent,  such  as  a tradeable 

— «*  - - ■— * canno' be 

identified). 


Schedule  4:  Power  Purchased  from  Pool 

This  schedule  is  for  entering  details  about  purchases  out  of 
kilowatt-hours  of  power  purchased  by  fuel  type. 


pool,  including  the  name  of  the  purchaser  and  the 


Attestation  Ronnr+  to  the  Enerqv  Commission,  statin 

This  template  provides  the  attestation  that  r mUSt ‘jj®  s^edand  thlt  the  power  has  been  sold  “once  and  only  once  to  n 
information  contained  in  the  applicab'e  schedu  f.|(  ^ thg  jnformatlon  (insert  your  cursor  over  the  blanks)  but 

^SoSe“SoUt,  this  template  must  be  signed  by  hand  and  included  in  the  package  that  is  mai 
to  the  Energy  Commission. 
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PROPOSED  ANNUAL  REPORT  TO  THE  CAUF°RNIA  ENERGY  COMMISSION:  Power  Source  Disclosure  Program 

For  the  Year  Ending  December  31,  2014 
SCHEDULE  1:  RETAIL  SALES 
Applicable  to:  Load  Serving  Entities 


~ " ” “ " •*"  issa. rarKssrrs-r szk  FT 


Pier  96  - Recycling  Plant 
SFPUC  Southeastern  Plan!  ■ SFPUC  Southeastern  Plant  Snlar 


CEC  RPS 

Location  Certification  WREGIS  ID 


— N“mber’  QFJD  Number*  ^ !££££  p“ 


WAPA  Base , re- 
vindicate Ihe  state  or  province  the  facility  is  located  in  ...  if  ___iirahip 

’ Enter  the  Cal, torn, a Energy  Commas, on  Renewable  Portfolio  Standard  (RPS)  Certification  number  for  the  faddy,  if  applrcable 

"Enter  the  Western  Renewable  Electncity  Generation  Information  System  identification  number,  if  applicable. 

4 Enter  the  Energy  Information  Administration  identification  number  for  the  generating  facility,  if  available. 

5 Enter  the  California  Energy  Commission’s  Plant  ID  number,  if  applicable 

6 pimsp  enter  the  Qualifvmq  Facility  ID  Number  for  the  facility,  if  available 

^gen^n  ly  be  aa,med  as  e„her  Qua„fy,ng  Hydroelectnc  (reported  here  as  Large  Hydroeiectnc)  or  RPS.i.g.bie  generahon 

8 Indicates  year  the  associated  general, on  occurred,  included  if  generation  was  not  generated  in  current  year 


983,928.652  1 


[ PROPOSED  ANNUAL  REPORT  TO  THE  CALIFORNIA  ENERGY  COMMISSION:  Power  Source  Disclosure  Program 
I June  2015 

> for  the  year  ending  December  31,  2014 

[.  SCHEDULE  2:  ANNUAL  POWER  CONTENT  LABEL  CALCULATION 

i Applicable  to:  Load  Serving  Entities 


INSTRUCTIONS:  Total  specific  purchases  (by  fuel  type)  and  enter  these  numbers  in  the  first  column.  Null 
power  purchases  should  be  included  with  Unspecified  Power.  REC  only  purchases  should  be  included  as  part 
of  the  fuel  type  they  represent.  The  remainder  of  this  schedule  will  be  automatically  populated  with  net  generic 
purchase  and  total  retail  sales  information  from  Schedule  1.  Any  difference  between  total  net  purchases  and 
total  retail  sales  will  be  applied  pro-rata  to  each  non-renewable  fuel  type.  The  pro-rata  calculations  will  then  be 
divided  by  total  retail  sales  to  calculate  fuel  mix  percentages.  If  you  wish  to  change  how  the  pro-rata 
calculation  is  applied,  enter  revised  purchases  in  column  labeled  "Pro-Rata  Net  Purchases  based  on  Retail 


CEC  Reg.  # 0 
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PROPOSED  ANNUAL  REPORT  TO  THE  CALIFORNIA  ENERGY  COMMISSION: 
Power  Source  Disclosure  Program 
June  2015 

for  the  year  ending  December  31,  2014 

ATTESTATION  FORM 

Applicable  to:  All  participants  in  the  Power  Source  Disclosure  Program 


I.  James  Hendry,  Acting  Manager  of  Regulatory  and  Legislative  Affairs,  declare 
under  penalty  of  perjury,  that  the  statements  contained  in  Schedules  1 and  2 are 
true  and  correct  and  that  I,  as  an  authorized  agent  of  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  Power  Enterprise,  have  authority  to  submit  this  report  on  the 
company's  behalf.  I further  declare  that  the  kilowatt-hours  claimed  as  specific 
purchases  as  shown  in  these  Schedules  were,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  sold 
once  and  only  once  to  retail  consumers. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Resolution  No.  15-0108 


WHEREAS,  the  2009  Water  Supply  Agreement  was  approved  by  Commission  Resolution 
No.  09-0069  on  April  28,  2009  and  was  approved  by  all  wholesale  customers  with  an  effective 
date  of  July  1,  2009;  and 

WHEREAS,  as  required  by  WSA  section  6.03,  notice  of  the  proposed  adjustment  was  sent 
to  all  wholesale  customers  on  April  10th,  2015,  and  a public  hearing  was  held  on  May  12,  2015  to 
review  a Schedule  for  Recovery  of  the  Wholesale  Revenue  Requirement  for  water  sales  to 
Wholesale  Customers  during  FYE  2016,  a copy  of  said  Water  Supply  Agreement  and  Schedule 
W-25  Wholesale  Use  With  Long  Term  Contract  being  on  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  incorporated  in  this  resolution  by  reference;  and 

WHEREAS  on  April  30,  2015  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  concurred  that  this 
action  is  statutorily  exempt  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA);and 

WHEREAS,  the  Commission  is  required  to  follow  the  rate  setting  methodology 
established  in  the  Water  Supply  Agreement,  and  acts  in  a ministerial  capacity  in  setting  the 
resultant  wholesale  water  rate,  and  the  Commission’s  action  in  determining  the  Wholesale 
Revenue  Requirement  is  therefore  not  a "project"  for  purposes  of  CEQA;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Commission's  determinations  of  the  Wholesale  Revenue  Requirement  is 
statutorily  excluded  from  the  CEQA  under  Section  15273  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines  because  the 
Commission  is  securing  revenue  for  purposes  of  meeting  estimated  FYE  2016  Regional  operating 
and  capital  costs  consistent  with  Article  5 of  the  2009  Water  Supply  Agreement,  including:  (1) 
employee  wages  and  fringe  benefits;  (2)  purchasing  or  leasing  supplies,  equipment  or  materials; 
(3)  meeting  financial  reserve  needs  and  requirements;  and  (4)  obtaining  funds  for  capital  projects 
necessary  to  maintain  service  within  the  Commission's  existing  water  service  area;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  determines  that  an  increase  in  the  volumetric  rate  for  the 
Wholesale  Customers  is  required  and  hereby  adopts  a 28.0%  increase,  effective  July  1,  2015,  as 
enumerated  in  said  Schedule  W-25  which  shall  be  uniform  to  the  nearest  dollar  on  service 
charges,  and  establishes  a $3.75  per  100  cubic  feet  commodity  charge,  for  all  water  delivered  to 
the  Wholesale  Customers;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  hereby  adopts  an  Untreated  Wholesale  Water 
Rate  Discount  Factor,  effective  July  1,  2015,  as  enumerated  in  said  Schedule  W-25  which  shall  be 
uniform  to  the  nearest  dollar  on  service  charges,  and  establishes  a $0.37  per  100  cubic  feet  rate 
discount  factor,  for  all  untreated  water  delivered  to  the  Coastside  County  Water  District. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  12,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SCHEDULE  W-25  WHOLESALE  USE  WITH  LONG  TERM  CONTRACT 

For  service  to  municipalities,  water  districts  and  others  who,  under  long-term  contracts,  purchase 
water  for  resale: 

FIRST:  A MONTHLY  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  type  and  size  of  the  meter: 


Meter  Size 

Disc  / 

Compound 

Meters 

Crest  Meters 

Magnetic 

Meters 

Turbine 

Meters 

5/8  in 

$11.00 

- 

- 

- 

3/4  in 

$18.00 

- 

- 

- 

1 in 

$30.00 

- 

- 

- 

1-1/2  in 

$43.00 

- 

- 

- 

2 in 

$79.00 

- 

- 

- 

3 in 

$158.00 

- 

- 

- 

4 in 

$318.00 

$353.00 

- 

$577.00 

6 in 

$476.00 

$685.00 

- 

$1,256.00 

8 in 

$635.00 

$1 ,335.00 

$2,265.00 

$1,875.00 

10  in 

$793.00 

$1,732.00 

- 

$3,391.00 

12  in 

$953.00 

$1,840.00 

$5,159.00 

- 

16  in 

$1,270.00 

$5,628.00 

- 

$7,215.00 

18  in 

- 

$6,133.00 

- 

- 

20  in 

- 

$6,349.00 

- 

- 

The  service  charge  for  a battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of  one  meter  or  for  a 
special  type  of  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  single  or  multiple  standard  type  meter  of 
equivalent  capacity. 

Second:  A charge  for  water  delivered  based  on  one-month’s  meter  readings: 

$1 ,633.50  per  acre-foot  or  $3.75  per  1 00  cubic-feet 

Third:  An  untreated  wholesale  water  rate  discount  factor  for  Wholesale  Customers  receiving 
untreated  water,  based  on  one-month’s  meter  readings: 


$161.17  per  acre-foot 


or 


($0.37)  per  100  cubic-feet 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0109 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  voters  have  approved  a total  of  nearly  $14  million  in  bond 
funding  since  2003  for  green  schoolyards  design  and  construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  public  funding  is  being  used  to  complete  the  development  of  green 
schoolyards  at  84  K-12  public  schools  throughout  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Outdoor  classroom  programming,  teacher  training,  and  other  support 
services  are  needed  to  reap  the  full  educational  and  conservation  benefits  of  the  San  Francisco 
Unified  School  District’s  new  green  schoolyards;  and 

WHEREAS,  Environmental  education  in  an  outdoor  classroom  setting  is  closely  aligned 
with  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission’s  (SFPUC)  educational  benchmarks  and 
goals  regarding  water  conservation,  pollution  prevention,  energy  use  reduction,  and  the 
sustainable  provision  of  water,  power,  and  sewer  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  wishes  to  invest  in  environmental  education  programming  that 
can  reach  as  many  students  as  possible,  to  help  create  the  next  generation  of  environmental 
stewards  that  will  care  for  our  natural  resources  and  infrastructure;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  grant  solicitation  was  advertised  on  December  10,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $780,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  duration  of  each  agreement  is  one  year,  with  an  option  to  renew  up  to 
two  (2)  additional  years  at  the  SFPUC’ s sole  discretion;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  action  does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines  Section  15378(b)  (4)  because  this  action  creates  a 
government  funding  mechanism  under  Section  15378(b)(4)  not  involving  any  commitment  to  a 
specific  project  resulting  in  a physical  change  in  the  environment;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  approves  the  selection  of  Climate  Action 
Now!;  Community  Grows;  and  Education  Outside,  and  awards  Agreement  Nos.  CS-392[G].A- 
C,  K-8  Outdoor  Education  Grants,  to  Climate  Action  Now!  (CS-392.A);  Community  Grows 
(CS-392.B);  and  Education  Outside  (CS-392.C),  to  provide  outdoor  education  services  to  8,000 
elementary  students  in  grades  K-8  within  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  these  grant  agreements 
in  the  amount  of  $30,000  (CS-392[G].A);  $30,000  (CS-392[G].B);  and  $200,000  (CS- 
392[G].C),  each  with  a duration  of  one  year,  and  with  an  option  to  renew  up  to  two  additional 
years,  for  a total  cumulative  not-to-exceed  grant  amount  of  $780,000  and  with  a not-to-exceed 
duration  of  three  years. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  12,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0110 


WHEREAS,  On  March  2009,  this  Commission  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-960(I), 
Automatic  Bill  Payment  Enrollment  Service,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a professional  services  agreement,  in 
the  amount  of  $25,000,  and  with  a term  of  five  years,  concluding  on  December  21,  2013,  with 
STOP  Processing  Center;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  approved  for  $24,000  to  continue  the  services, 
increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $49,000,  with  no  change  to  the 
agreement  duration;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 was  approved  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  one  year 
and  four  months,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  value;  and 

WHERAS,  Amendment  No.  3 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  two 
years  and  eight  months,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  value;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  made  available  from  the  Customer 
Services  operating  budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-960(I),  Automatic  Bill  Payment  Enrollment  Services,  with  STOP  Processing  Center,  to 
provide  ongoing  enrollment  services  to  SFPUC  water  and  wastewater  customers  who  wish  to 
participate  in  the  Automatic  Bill  Payment  program,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  extending  the  agreement  up  to  two  years  and 
eight  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  and  with  no  change  to  the  agreement 
value. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  12,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0111 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  have 
developed  a project  description  for  Project  No.  CWWSIPCSSR03,  Kansas  and  Marin  Streets 
Sewer  System  Improvement  (Project);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  objective  of  the  Project  is  to  increase  the  wet- weather  conveyance  for 
combined  sewer  flows  for  the  Cesar  Chavez  Street  area  in  the  Islais  Creek  Drainage  Basin;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  21,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  determined  that  the  Project  is 
exempt  from  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  as  a Class  1 (Existing  Facilities) 
and  Class  3 (New  Construction  or  Conversion  of  Small  Structures)  categorical  exemption  under 
CEQA  Guidelines  Sections  15301  and  15303;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  will  comply  with  Government  Code  Section  7260  et  seq. 
statutory  procedures  for  possible  acquisition  of  real  property  interests  in  Assessor's  Parcel  00 1J 
in  Assessor  Block  4343,  owned  by  2479  Marin  Street,  LLC,  a California  limited  liability 
company,  and  in  Assessor’s  Parcel  001D  in  Block  4343,  owned  by  Beronio  Lumber  Inc.,  a 
California  corporation;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  staging  and  access  activities  on  Assessor's  Parcel  031  in 
Assessor's  Block  No.  4343,  owned  by  City,  will  displace  some  tenants  on  that  parcel  and  may 
temporarily  eliminate  some  parking  spaces  used  by  Department  of  Public  Works  (SFDPW);  now 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Project  Number  CWWSIPCSSR03, 
Kansas  and  Marin  Streets  Sewer  System  Improvement,  and  authorizes  staff  to  proceed  with 
actions  necessary  to  implement  the  Project;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  undertake  the  process,  in  compliance  with  California  Government  Code 
Section  7260  et  seq.,  with  the  San  Francisco  Charter  and  all  applicable  laws,  for  possible 
acquisition,  for  a combined  purchase  price  estimated  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  of  temporary 
and  permanent  interests  in  real  property  in  Assessor's  Parcel  00 1J  in  Assessor's  Block  4343, 
owned  by  2479  Marin  Street,  LLC,  and  in  Assessor's  Parcel  001D  in  Block  4343,  owned  by 
Beronio  Lumber  Inc.,  a California  Corporation,  and  to  work  with  the  Director  of  Real  Estate  to 
seek  Board  of  Supervisors'  approval,  to  the  extent  required  by  the  Charter,  and  upon  receipt  of 
any  required  approval,  to  accept  and  execute  final  agreements,  and  any  other  related  documents 
necessary  to  consummate  the  transactions  contemplated  therein,  in  such  form,  approved  by  the 
City  Attorney;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to 
undertake  the  process,  in  compliance  with  the  Uniform  Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property 
Acquisition  Policies  Act  of  1970,  49  CFR  Part  24,  and  all  applicable  laws,  to  provide  relocation 
assistance  and  relocation  benefits  to  qualified  City  tenants  who  may  be  displaced  by  the 


construction  access  and  staging  activities  on  Assessor's  Parcel  031  in  Assessor's  Block  No.  4343, 
owned  by  City;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to 
negotiate  and  enter  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  with  SFDPW  to  address  the 
Project's  temporary  use  of  portions  of  Assessor's  Parcel  031  in  Assessor's  Block  No.  4343;  and 
be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  SFPUC  General  Manager  will  confer  with  the 
Commission  during  the  negotiation  process  on  real  estate  agreements,  as  necessary,  and  report  to 
the  Commission  on  all  agreements  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  approval;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  enter 
into  any  subsequent  additions,  amendments  or  other  modifications  to  the  real  property 
acquisition  agreements  and  related  documents  and  the  SFDPW  MOU,  as  described  herein,  that 
the  General  Manager,  in  consultation  with  the  Real  Estate  Director  and  the  City  Attorney, 
determines  are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  SFPUC  and  the  City,  do  not  materially  decrease  the 
benefits  to  the  SFPUC  or  the  City,  and  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of 
the  SFPUC  or  the  City,  such  determination  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and 
delivery  of  any  such  additions,  amendments,  or  other  modifications. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  12.  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  1 5-01 1 2 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  established  a Community  Choice 
Aggregation  (CCA)  program  in  2004  (Ordinance  86-04)  and  has  implemented  the  program 
through  the  work  of  the  SFPUC  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco  Local  Agency  Formation 
Commission  (Ordinances  146-07,  147-07,  and  232-09);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  complementary  objectives  of  CCA  are  to  reduce  greenhouse  gas 
emissions,  and  to  provide  the  City’s  energy  consumers  with  renewable  electricity  supplies  all  the 
while  meeting  or  beating  rates  charged  for  comparable  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company’s 
(PG&E)  products,  including,  if  approved  after  environmental  review,  the  build-out  of  local 
energy  resources  such  as  energy  efficiency  and  renewable  power  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  intends  that  CCA  pursue  several  complementary  goals, 
including  affordable  and  competitive  electricity  rates,  a diverse  resource  portfolio  that  is 
comprised  of  renewable  resources,  and  high  quality  customer  service;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  May  4,  2015  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that  this 
action  is  statutorily  exempt  from  CEQA  under  the  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080(b)(8) 
and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15273  (Rates,  Tolls,  Fares,  and  Charges)  related  to  the 
establishment,  modification,  structuring,  restructuring,  or  approval  of  rates,  tolls,  fares,  or  other 
charges.  This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  program  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA, 
pursuant  to  Section  31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  intends  that  CCA  retail  rates  be  adequate  to  support  CCA’s 
operations,  future  projects,  and  a financially  independent  program,  taking  into  consideration 
CCA’s  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  Phase  One  of  the  CCA  program  will  follow  the  state-mandated  opt-out 
process,  enrolling  sufficient  customers  to  meet  the  contracted  volume  of  electricity  not  to  exceed 
an  average  of  approximately  30  MW,  and,  subject  to  electricity  volume  limits,  any  customer 
within  San  Francisco  will  be  eligible  to  participate  during  Phase  One;  and 

WHEREAS,  Not-to-exceed  CCA  rates  initially  will  be  set  at  the  PG&E  rates  for 
comparable  products,  based  on  PG&E’s  March  1,  2015  rates,  less  pass-through  customer  charges 
including  its  Power  Charge  Indifference  Adjustment  (PCIA)  and  the  Franchise  Fee  Surcharge 
(FFS),  and  adjusted  periodically  to  the  extent  necessary  to  reflect  changes  to  PG&E’s  rates  for 
comparable  products,  less  pass-through  customer  charges  including  the  PCIA  and  FFS  (“not  to 
exceed  rates”);  and 

WHEREAS,  PG&E’s  rates  are  authorized  by  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(CPUC);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  CPUC  permits  PG&E  to  levy  the  PCIA  on  the  bills  of  customers  who 
switch  to  the  CCA,  as  the  PCIA  is  a charge  intended  to  recover  PG&E's  generation  costs 
acquired  prior  to  a customer's  switch  from  its  generation  service;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  FFS  is  a surcharge  imposed  by  PG&E  on  its  customers  to  recover 
franchise  fees  charged  by  cities  and  counties;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  requests  authority  to  adjust  the  initial  CCA  rates  to 
reflect  changes  in  applicable  PG&E  rates  and  pass-through  customer  charges  including  PCIA 
and  FFS  authorized  by  the  State  of  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  according  to  Exhibit 
1:  Schedule  of  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Electric  Rates  and  Charges;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  rates  for  CCA  will  depend  in  part  on  the  resource  mix  of  power 
purchases,  the  level  of  reserves  to  be  collected  for  supporting  build-out  of  local  renewable 
energy  resources,  administrative  and  financing  costs,  prices  for  electricity  resources  purchased 
by  CCA  independently  or  through  third  parties,  and  the  participation  of  San  Francisco  residents 
and  businesses;  and 

WHEREAS,  CCA  tariffs  may  include  a feed-in  tariff  for  purchasing  local  power 
resources.  The  prices  for  the  feed-in  tariff  will  be  set  according  to  market  prices  or  at  levels 
required  to  induce  investments  in  local  power  resources;  and 

WHEREAS,  Proposed  initial  CCA  rates  and  charges  are  at  a not-to-exceed  PG&E  level 
and  the  methodology  for  adjusting  the  initial  rates  periodically,  establishes  a ceiling  for  CCA 
rates.  Final  rates  and  charges  may  be  lower  and  will  be  based  on  program  cost  of  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Charter  Section  16.1 12,  a Notice  of  hearing  on  the  proposal  to 
adopt  a schedule  of  rates  was  published  in  the  official  newspaper  on  April  13  - 17,  2015,  and 
posted  on  the  SFPUC  website  and  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  as  required,  for  a public 
hearing  on  May  12,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Charter  section  8B.125  requires  the  Commission  to  set  rates  and  charges, 
subject  to  rejection  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  within  30  days  of  submission;  now,  therefore  be 
it 


RESOLVED,  This  Commission  hereby  sets  the  initial  not-to-exceed  rates  and  charges  as 
presented  in  Exhibit  1:  Schedule  of  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Electric  Rates  and 

Charges;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  is  directed  to  adjust  the  initial  rates  to 
not  exceed  PG&E  rates,  less  the  pass-through  customer  charges,  including  PCIA  and  FFS,  in  line 
with  changes  in  applicable  PG&E  rates  authorized  by  the  State  of  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission  according  to  Exhibit  1:  Schedule  of  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Electric  Rates 
and  Charges  prior  to  commencement  of  the  opt-out  process.  If  so  directed  by  the  Commission, 
future  periodic  adjustments  applying  that  methodology  will  be  made  to  the  CCA  rates;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  shall  prepare  a proposed  net  energy 
metering  schedule  for  customers  with  eligible  on-site  renewable  generation,  such  that  those 
customers  receive  monthly  bill  credits  or  cash  payment  for  electricity  produced  in  excess  of  site 
requirements,  trued  up  on  an  annual  basis,  and  seek  Commission  approval;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  shall  prepare  proposed  feed-in  tariffs 
according  to  market  prices  or  at  levels  required  to  induce  investments  in  local  power  resources, 
enabling  the  CCA  to  purchase  local  power  supplies  at  prices  that  reflect  market  values  or  at 
prices  set  to  induce  additional  supplies  of  local  renewable  resources,  and  seek  Commission 
approval;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  hereby  finds  that  adoption  of  this  resolution 
will  establish  rates,  and  a methodology  for  future  periodic  adjustments,  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  operating  expenses,  including  the  recovery  of  program  reserves  and  allow  for  the  Power 
Enterprise  to  be  financially  stable  and  in  compliance  with  its  reserve  policies,  and  that  adoption 
of  the  resolution  is  exempt  from  environmental  review  requirements  in  accordance  with 
California  Public  Resource  Code  Section  21080(b)(8);  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  directs  the  General  Manager  to  submit  these 
not-to-exceed  initial  rates  and  charges,  including  the  direction  to  adjust  the  initial  rates  prior  to 
commencement  of  the  opt-out  process,  and  the  methodology  for  that  and  any  future  periodic 
adjustments  that  the  Commission  may  authorize,  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  as  required  by 
Charter  Section  8B.125;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  Prior  to  authorizing  the  commencement  of  the  opt-out  process, 
this  Commission  will  review  the  expected  costs  of  CCA  service  and  consider  authorizing  the 
General  Manager  to  finalize  the  schedule  of  electric  rates  and  charges  for  the  initial  offering  to 
CCA  customers,  which  rates  may  be  lower  than  the  not  to  exceed  rates  established  by  this 
Resolution;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  Customers  who  opt  out  of  the  CCA  program  will  be  assessed  a 
termination  fee  as  noted  in  Exhibit  2:  CCA  Termination  Fee,  which  will  be  added  to  Schedule 
M-l:  Miscellaneous  Charges  in  the  current  SFPUC  Rates  and  Schedules  for  Electric  Service. 


Tariff  Title 

Applies  To  Customers 
on  Following  PG&E 
Rate  Schedules 

Season 

Hours  Applied 

PG&E  Generation 
Rate  ($) 

PCIA& 
Franchise  Fee 

Standard  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

Premium  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

Billing 

Determinant 

Non-Time  of  Use  Residential 

El,  E1L,  EM,  EML,  ES, 
ESL,  ESR,  ESRL,  ET,  and 
ETL 

/ear  round 

All  hours 

0.09745 

0.01234 

0.08511 

0.10511 

kWh 

Residential  Time  of  Use  (1) 

E-6 

Peak 

0.25546 

0.01234 

0.24312 

0.26312 

kWh 

Summer 

Part  Peak 

0.12323 

0.01234 

0.11089 

0.13089 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06972 

0.01234 

0.05738 

0.07738 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.09109 

0.01234 

0.07875 

0.09875 

kWh 

Winter 

Off  Peak 

0.07702 

0.01234 

0.06468 

0.08468 

kWh 

Residential  Time  of  Use  (2) 

Peak 

0.49642 

0.01234 

0.48408 

0.50408 

kWh 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.08192 

0.01234 

0.06958 

0.08958 

kWh 

Winter 

Peak 

0.32576 

0.01234 

0.31342 

0.33342 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05661 

0.01234 

0.04427 

0.06427 

kWh 

Residential  Seasonal 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.20450 

0.01234 

0.19216 

0.21216 

kWh 

E-8 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.13475 

0.01234 

0.12241 

0.14241 

kWh 

Experimental  Residential  Time-of-Use  for 
Electric  Vehicles 

E-9A  and  E-9B 

Summer 

Peak 

0.20458 

0.01234 

0.19224 

0.21224 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.12940 

0.01234 

0.11706 

0.13706 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07512 

0.01234 

0.06278 

0.08278 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.10450 

0.01234 

0.09216 

0.11216 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05953 

0.01234 

0.04719 

0.06719 

kWh 

Electric  Vehicle  Time-of-Use  Service 

EVA,  EVB 

Summer 

Peak 

0.23331 

0.01234 

0.22097 

0.24097 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.11244 

0.01234 

0.10010 

0.12010 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05650 

0.01234 

0.04416 

0.06416 

kWh 

Winter 

Peak 

0.08719 

0.01234 

0.07485 

0.09485 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.05446 

0.01234 

0.04212 

0.06212 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05852 

0.01234 

0.04618 

0.06618 

kWh 

Small  General  Service 

A-l  A 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.12473 

0.01100 

0.11373 

0.13373 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.07817 

0,01100 

0.06717 

0.08717 

kWh 

Small  General  Service 

A-1B 

Summer 

Peak 

0.14538 

0.01100 

0.13438 

0.15438 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.13605 

0.01100 

0.12505 

0.14505 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.10765 

0.01100 

0.09665 

0.11665 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08851 

0.01100 

0.07751 

0.09751 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06869 

0.01100 

0.05769 

0.07769 

kWh 

Small  General  Time-of-Use  Service 

A-6 

Summer 

Peak 

0.34736 

0.01100 

0.33636 

0.35636 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.14578 

0.01100 

0.13478 

0.15478 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06976 

0.01100 

0.05876 

0.07876 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.10580 

0.01100 

0.09480 

0.11480 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06826 

0.01100 

0.05726 

0.07726 

kWh 

Direct-Current  General  Service 

A-15 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.12473 

0.011 

0.07390 

0.13373 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.07817 

0.011 

0.05814 

0.08717 

kWh 

Medium  General  Demand 
Non-Time  of  Use  - Secondary  Voltage 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.11235 

0.01121 

0.10196 

0.12114 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.0878 

0.01121 

0.07741 

0.09659 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.34 

0 

4.34 

4.34 

kW 

Med.  General  Demand 
Non-Time  of  Use  - Primary  Voltage 

A-10A 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.10488 

0.01121 

0.09449 

0.11367 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.08119 

0.01121 

0.07080 

0.08998 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.11 

4.11 

4.11 

kW 

Med.  General  Demand 
Non-Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.10174 

0.01121 

0.09135 

0.11053 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.0762 

0.01121 

0.06581 

0.08499 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.56 

4.56 

4.56 

kW 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Secondary  Voltage 

Summer 

Peak 

0.1301 

0.01121 

0.11971 

0.13889 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.12206 

0.01121 

0.11167 

0.13085 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.09761 

0.01121 

0.08722 

0.1064 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.09856 

0.01121 

0.08817 

0.10735 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.0776 

0.01121 

0.06721 

0.08639 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.34 

4.34 

4.34 

kW 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Primary  Voltage 

A-10B 

Summer 

Peak 

0.11972 

0.01121 

0.10933 

0.12851 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.11398 

0.01121 

0.10359 

0.12277 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.09202 

0.01121 

0.08163 

0.10081 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08999 

0.01121 

0.0796C 

0.09878 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07281 

0.01121 

0.06242 

0.0816 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.11 

4.11 

4.11 

kW 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Summer 

Peak 

0.11518 

0.01121 

0.1047S 

0.12397 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.10995 

0.01121 

0.09956 

0.11874 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.0901 

0.01121 

0.07971 

0.09889 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.0842S 

0.0112 

0.0739C 

0.09306 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06855 

0.0112 

0.05814 

0.07732 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.56 

4.56 

4.56 

kW 

EXHIBIT  1:  Schedule  of  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Electric  Rates  and  Charges 


Tariff  Title 

Applies  To  Customers 
on  Following  PG&E 
Rate  Schedules 

Season 

Hours  Applied 

PG&E  Generation 
Rate  ($) 

PCIA& 
Franchise  Fee 

Standard  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

Premium  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

Billing 

Determinant 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Secondary 

E-19 

Summer 

Peak 

0.14556 

0.00941 

0.13615 

0.15615 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.09216 

0.00941 

0.08275 

0.10275 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05720 

0.00941 

0.04779 

0.06779 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

13.55 

0.00 

13.55 

13.55 

kW 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.94 

0.00 

2.94 

2.94 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08508 

0.00941 

0.07567 

0.09567 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06120 

0.00941 

0.05179 

0.07179 

kWh 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Primary 

Summer 

Peak 

0.13275 

0.00941 

0.12334 

0.14334 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.08633 

0.00941 

0.07692 

0.09692 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05870 

0.00941 

0.04929 

0.06929 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

14.06 

0.00 

14.06 

14.06 

kW 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.72 

0.00 

2.72 

2.72 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08110 

0.00941 

0.07169 

0.09169 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06201 

0.00941 

0.05260 

0.07260 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Summer 

Peak 

0.07547 

0.00941 

0.06606 

0.08606 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.07083 

0.00941 

0.06142 

0.08142 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05461 

0.00941 

0.04520 

0.06520 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

17  03 

0.00 

17.03 

17.03 

kW 

Part  Peak  Demand 

3.78 

0.00 

3.78 

3.78 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.06918 

0.00941 

0.05977 

0.07977 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05632 

0.00941 

0.04691 

0.06691 

kWh 

Service  to  Max  Demands  >1,000  kW 
Time  of  Use  • Secondary  Voltage 

E-20 

Summer 

Peak 

0.13165 

0.00887 

0.12278 

0.14278 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.08668 

0.00887 

0.07781 

0.09781 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05704 

0.00887 

0.04817 

0.06817 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

13.35 

0.00 

13.35 

13.35 

kW 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.70 

0.00 

2.70 

2.70 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08029 

0.00887 

0.07142 

0.09142 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05824 

0.00887 

0.04937 

0.06937 

kWh 

Service  to  Max  Demands  >1,000 kW 
Time  of  Use  - Primary  Voltage 

Summer 

Peak 

0.13201 

0.00851 

0.12350 

0.14350 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.08624 

0.00851 

0.07773 

0.09773 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05947 

0.00851 

0.05096 

0.07096 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

12.96 

0.00 

12.96 

12.96 

kW 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.37 

0.00 

2.37 

2.37 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08106 

0.00851 

0.07255 

0.09255 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06363 

0.00851 

0.05512 

0.07512 

kWh 

Service  to  Max  Demands  >1,000  kW 
Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Summer 

Peak 

0.08789 

0.00758 

0.08031 

0.10031 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.06867 

0.00758 

0.06109 

0.08109 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05257 

0.00758 

0.04499 

0.06499 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

16.74 

0.00 

16.74 

16.74 

kW 

Part  Peak  Demand 

3.63 

0.00 

3.63 

3.63 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07011 

0.00758 

0.06253 

0.08253 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05677 

0.00758 

0.04919 

0.06919 

Customer-Owned  Street  and  Highway  Lighting 
Customer-Owned  Street  and  Highway  Lighting 
Electrolier  Meter  Rate 
Outdoor  Area  Lighting  Services 

LS-2,  LS-3,  OL-1 

Year  round 

All  hours 

0.08711 

0.0018 

0.08531 

0.10531 

kWh 

Traffic  Control  Service 

TC-1 

Year  round 

All  hours 

0.08526 

0.01095 

0.07431 

0.09431 

kWh 

Agricultural  Power 

AG-1  A 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.10564 

0.01065 

0.09499 

0.11499 

kWh 

Connected  Load 

1.48 

1.48 

1.48 

kW 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.08473 

0.01065 

0.07408 

0.09408 

kWh 

Connected  Load 

kW 

AG-1  B 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.10654 

0.01065 

0.09589 

0.11589 

kWh 

Max  Demand 

2.22 

0 

2.22 

2.22 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

0.78 

0 

0.78 

0.78 

kW 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.08305 

0.01065 

0.0724 

0.0924 

kWh 

Max  Demand 

- 

. 

kW 

AG-4  A,  AG-4D 

Peak 

0.16747 

0.01065 

0.15682 

0.17682 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

- 

0.00061 

(0.00061) 

(0.00061) 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07230 

0.01065 

0.06165 

0.08165 

kWh 

Connected  Load 

1.47 

1.47 

1.47 

kW 

Part  Peak 

0.07662 

0.01065 

0.06597 

0.08597 

kWh 

Winter 

Off  Peak 

0.06528 

0.01065 

0.05463 

0.07463 

kWh 

Connected  Load 

- 

kW 

Agricultural  Power,  Time-of-Use 

AG-4  B,  AG-4  E 

Peak 

0.12610 

0.01065 

0.11545 

0.13545 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.00061 

(0.00061) 

(0.00061) 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07325 

0.01065 

0.06260 

0.08260 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

2.54 

2.54 

2.54 

kW 

Max  Peak  Demand 

263 

2.63 

2.63 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

per  Max  Demand) 

0.61 

0.61 

0.61 

kW 

Part  Peak 

0.07143 

0.01065 

0.06078 

0.03078 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06078 

0.01065 

0.05013 

0.07013 

kWh 

AG-4  C,  AG-4  F 

Peak 

0.14516 

0.01065 

0.13451 

0.15451 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.08218 

0.01065 

0.07153 

0.09153 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05929 

0.01065 

0.04864 

0.06864 

kWh 

Max  Peak  Demand 

6.07 

6.07 

6.07 

kW 

Summer 

Max  Part  Peak  Demanc 

1.04 

1.04 

1.04 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

per  Ma*  Demand) 

1.04 

1.04 

1.04 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Peak  Demand 

1.97 

1.97 

1.97 

kW 

Part  Peak 

0.06579 

0.01065 

0.05514 

0.07514 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05596 

0.01065 

0.04531 

0.06531 

kWh 

EXHIBIT  1:  Schedule  of  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Electric  Rates  and  Charges 


Tariff  Title 

Applies  To  Customers 
on  Following  PG&E 
Rate  Schedules 

Season 

Hours  Applied 

PG&E  Generation 
Rate  ($) 

PCIA& 
Franchise  Fee 

Standard  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

Premium  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

Billing 

Determinant 

Large  Time-of-Use  Agricultural  Power 

AG-5  A,  AG-5  D 

Peak 

0.15475 

0.01065 

0.14410 

0.16410 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.01065 

(0.01065) 

(0.01065) 

kWh 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.07651 

0.01065 

0.06586 

0.08586 

kWh 

Connected  Load 

3.89 

3.89 

3.89 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08013 

0.01065 

0.06948 

0.08948 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06834 

0.01065 

0.05769 

0.07769 

kWh 

AG-5  B,  AG-5  E 

Summer 

Peak 

0.15069 

0.01065 

0.14004 

0.16004 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05066 

0.01065 

0.04001 

0.06001 

kWh 

Max  Demand 

4.70 

4.70 

4.70 

kW 

Max  Peak  Demand 

5.75 

5.75 

5.75 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

1.43 

1.43 

1.43 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Peak  Demand 

2.61 

2.61 

2.61 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07151 

0.01065 

0.06086 

0.08086 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.04204 

0.01065 

0.03139 

0.05139 

kWh 

AG-5  C,  AG-5  F 

Summer 

Peak 

0.12392 

0.01065 

0.11327 

0.13327 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.07155 

0.01065 

0.06090 

0.08090 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05206 

0.01065 

0.04141 

0.06141 

kWh 

Max  Peak  Demand 

10.61 

10.61 

10.61 

kW 

Max  Part  Peak  Demanc 

2.00 

2.00 

2.00 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc, 
(per  Max  Demand) 

2.17 

2.17 

2.17 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Peak  Demand 

4.14 

4.14 

4.14 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Part-Peak 
Demand 

0.02 

0.02 

0.02 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.05790 

0.01065 

0.04725 

0.06725 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.04904 

0.01065 

0.03839 

0.05839 

kWh 

Standby  Service  - 
Secondary  Voltage 

Year  round 

Reservation  Charge 

0.05000 

0.05000 

0.05000 

kW 

Summer 

Peak 

0.10042 

0.00563 

0.09479 

0.11479 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.09256 

0.00563 

0.08693 

0.10693 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06869 

0.00563 

0.06306 

0.08306 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.09146 

0.00563 

0.08583 

0.10583 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07098 

0.00563 

0.06535 

0.08535 

kWh 

Standby  Service  - 
Primary  Voltage 

S 

Year  round 

Reservation  Charge 

0.44000 

0.44000 

0.44000 

kW 

Summer 

Peak 

0.09815 

0.00563 

0.09252 

0.11252 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.09211 

0.00563 

0.08648 

0.10648 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06898 

0.00563 

0.06335 

0.08335 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08943 

0.00563 

0.08380 

0.10380 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07130 

0.00563 

0.06567 

0.08567 

kWh 

Standby  Service  - 
Transmission  Voltage 

Year  round 

Reservation  Charge 

0.36000 

- 

0.36000 

0.36000 

kW 

Summer 

Peak 

0.08149 

0.00563 

0.07586 

0.09586 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.07658 

0.00563 

0.07095 

0.09095 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05793 

0.00563 

0.05230 

0.07230 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07469 

0.00563 

0.06906 

0.08906 

kWh 

1 

Off  Peak 

0.05990 

0.00563 

0.05427 

0.07427 

kWh 

EXHIBIT  2: 

CCA  Termination  Fees 


Initial  Implementation  (4  notices;  within  60  days  of 
service  start) 

Fee 

Residential 

$0 

Non-Residential 

$0 

Once  Operational  (after  60  days  of  service  start) 

Residential 

$5 

Non-Residential 

$25 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  May  12,  2015. 

IavMul  (J/tod 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  j Sewer 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  May  26,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.comA/iewPublisher.Dho7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409, 1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  dhood  @ sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


ffKlMNM?  (415)  5544frM31^Edhood(asfwater.orgl 

^i«Donna  Hoodfitti 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  ( Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardfas  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31,  as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-plannina.org/index.aspx?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


150116  15011 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  May  1 2,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a)  Adoption  of  a Resolution  in  support  of  the  nomination  of  Anson  B.  Moran  as  a 
Board  Member  for  the  Association  of  California  Water  Agencies,  Region  5 


7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Recognition  of  Mr.  Sukhjinder  Singh  Sandhu’s  SFPUC  Service  (Carlin) 

b)  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Report  (How) 

c)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

d)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

8.  BAWSCA  Update  (Sandkulla) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

9.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Hazen  and  Sawyer  (Hazen)  and  RMC-SRT,  JV  (RMC); 
and  award  Agreement  Nos.  PR0.0004.A-B,  As-Needed  Wastewater  Process 
Engineering  to  Hazen  (PRO. 0004.  A)  and  RMC  (PRO. 0004. B),  to  provide 


specialized  process  engineering  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  two  professional  services 
agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000,  and  with  a 
duration  of  four  years;  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City 
requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer.  (Moala) 

r— 

X*  b)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for 
*=>  Contract  No.  WW-583,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement  of  up  to  189 
■£?,  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  six  months);  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the 
contract  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  584  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  one  year,  seven  months).  (Bajwa) 

GO 

c)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Don 
o Pedro  Reservoir  Crossing  1 15  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines,  in  the  amount 
of  $5,014,446,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  System 
3,  to  replace  existing  lattice  steel  towers  with  new  tubular  steel  monopoles  for  the 
transmission  line  crossings  over  Don  Pedro  Reservoir.  (Bajwa) 
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Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  impose  a 2015-2016 
Drought  Program  to  achieve  a 10  percent  system-wide  water  use  reduction  in 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  retail  service  area  in  response  to 
the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board’s  Emergency  Regulations  adopted  on 
May  5,  2015.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  impose  additional  mandatory 
restrictions  on  outdoor  water  use  as  required  pursuant  to  the  State  Water 
Board’s  Emergency  Regulations.  (Ritchie) 

Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District  which  will  allow  for  the  installation  of  drinking  water  tap  stations  in  SFUSD 
schools,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $263,000  and  with  a duration  of  two 
years.  (Fernandez) 

Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District,  which  will  allow  the  use  of  SFPUC  funding  to  support  initial  implementation 
of  SFUSD’s  Vision  2025  strategic  plan,  piloted  at  John  O’Connell  High  School,  for 

an  amount  not  to  exceed  $450,000,  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 

(Fernandez) 

Approve  Agreement  No.  CS-1018,  Academic  Year  Grants  2015-17,  to  support 
disadvantaged  San  Francisco  youth  and  young  adults,  who  will  engage  in  SFPUC 
project-based  service  learning  opportunities  during  the  2015-16  and  2016-17 
academic  years;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  solicit  grant  applications, 
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and  to  negotiate  and  execute  approximately  three  to  six  Academic  Year  Grant 
agreements  with  selected  local  community-based  nonprofit  organizations  and/or 
education  institutions  to  administer  these  learning  opportunities,  for  a cumulative 
not-to-exceed  amount  of  $250,000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years  per  grant 
agreement.  (Fernandez) 

14.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  a Memorandum  of  Understanding 

with  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  (SFSD)  for  operation,  maintenance, 
emergency  response  coordination,  and  capital  planning  for  the  Auxiliary  Water 
Supply  System,  including  payment  to  SFFD  for  an  annual  amount  not  to  exceed 
$150,000.  (Ritchie) 

15.  Approve  an  increase  to  the  existing  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in 

the  amount  of  $8,907,454,  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration 
contingency  of  69  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  two  months)  for 
Contract  No.  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel;  and  Approve  the  addition  of 
corrosion  repairs  in  the  existing  Irvington  Tunnel  to  the  scope  of  work  up  to  an 
amount  of  $250,000,  to  be  funded  by  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement 
Program  funds;  and  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve  future  contract 
modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  up  to  $266,236,419  and  a 
total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  1,912  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  five  years,  three  months).  (Bajwa) 

16.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPFCDB03,  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure 

Holloway  Green  Street,  for  the  total  project  amount  of  $6,699,000;  and  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  implement  the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and 
applicable  law.  This  action  will  be  followed  by  a request  for  approval  of  the  loan 
agreement  and  construction  contract  award  approval  at  a later  date.  This  action 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to 
Section  31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Bajwa) 

17.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

18.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

, Unlitiqated  Claim 

— i Laborers  International  Union  Local  261  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

^ City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02234 

l_i  Date  Filed:  March  4,  2015 


20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation  (Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v Sunol  Valley  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  RG  14729649 
City  Law  No.:  131321 
Date  Filed:  June  18,  2014 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Ambrose) 

Anticipated  Litigation  - As  Plaintiff 

23.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 

54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8(a)  (2)  (Carlin) 

Property 

2000  Marin,  bounded  by  Marin  and  Cesar  Chavez  Street  in  Bay  Streets,  San 
Francisco 

Persons  Negotiating 

SFPUC:  Michael  Carlin,  Rosanna  Russell  and  John  Updike 
Tishman  Speyer:  Carl  Shannon 

Under  Negotiation:  Price  ( ) Terms  of  Payment  ( ) Both  (XX) 

24.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 

54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8(a)  (2)  (Carlin) 

Property 

Mission  Valley  Rock  Lease,  portions  of  SFPUC  Parcels  62  and  65  in  Sunol,  CA 
Persons  Negotiating 

SFPUC:  Rosanna  Russell  and  Tony  Bardo 
Mission  Valley  Rock:  Mike  Roth  and  Terry  Marshall 


Under  Negotiation:  Price  ( ) Terms  of  Payment  (XX)  Both  ( ) 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 


30.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

31 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

32.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

33.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

34.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

35.  Other  new  business. 

36.  Adjournment 
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NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  May  26,  2015-  1 :30  PM  City  Hall, 
Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at  a 
Regular  Meeting  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the 
governing  board  of  the  publicly  owned  utility  operations  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco:  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  impose  a 
2015-2016  drought  program,  including  updated  excess  use  charges  for 
excessive  use  of  water  on  ornamental  landscaping  and  turf.  The  excess  use 
charges  are  mandatory  and  applicable  to  approximately  1,600  potable  water 
irrigation  account  holders.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be 
available  at  least  72  hours  before  the  scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC 
website  www.sfwater.org.  or  by  calling  (415)  554-3165. 
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Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
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Donna  Hood 
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For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.ora 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

httD://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php?view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:35  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Courtney 

President  Caen  announced  that  item  7a  was  removed  from  the  agenda. 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  May  12,  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  May  12,  2015 
Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a)  Adoption  of  a Resolution  in  support  of  the  nomination  of  Anson  B.  Moran  as  a 
Board  Member  for  the  Association  of  California  Water  Agencies,  Region  5. 
(Resolution  15-0115) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  6a: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Recognition  of  Mr.  Sukhiinder  Singh  Sandhu’s  SFPUC  Service 
Item  7a  was  removed  from  agenda. 

b)  Hetch  Hetchv  Water  and  Power  Enterprise  (HHWP)  CIP  Quarterly  Report 

Mr.  Jeet  Bajwa,  Project  Manager,  summarized  the  HHWP  CIP  Quarterly  Report, 
noting  that  the  Mountain  Tunnel  Project  has  been  separated  into  three  projects: 
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Mt.  Tunnel  Bypass;  Access  Improvements;  and  Tunnel  Inspection/Repair.  He 
stated  the  Coast  Range  Tunnel  shutdown  revealed  the  Tunnel  is  in  good  shape. 

c)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Michael  Carlin,  Deputy  General  Manager,  (DGM),  provided  a drought  update. 
He  discussed  current  reservoir  storage  levels;  Precipitation  and  snowpack  levels; 
and  total  deliveries.  He  provided  an  update  regarding  the  State  Water  Board 
Regulations,  which  were  adopted  on  May  5,  2015;  and  he  provided  summary 
comments.  DGM  Carlin  responded  to  questions  from  Commissioners  Kwon  on 
conservation  levels,  and  Vice  President  Vietor  on  curtailment  implications. 

d)  CCA  Update 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Power,  reviewed  the  CCA 
implementation  schedule,  highlighting  June  15  when  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
(BOS)  30  day  rates  feedback  period  rates  will  close;  and  June  29  when  the  BOS 
and  Mayor  are  expected  to  approve  power  contracting  legislation.  She  reviewed 
current  work  to  keep  the  Program  on  schedule. 

In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran,  AGM  Hale  indicated  that 
final  SFPUC  sign-off  is  targeted  for  October  27. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  expressed  pleasure  that  the  CCA  Program  is  on- 
schedule. 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  provided  comments  on  item  7b.  She  stated 
that  BAWSCA  disagrees  with  the  categorization  of  the  Lower  Cherry 
Aqueduct  and  Moccasin  Penstock  Project.  She  read  a statement  regarding  a 
plan  and  a schedule  to  fix  the  Mountain  Tunnel  and  provided  written  comment 
for  the  record. 

Vice  President  Vietor  requested  staff  provide  an  update  on  Ms.  Sandkulla’ s 
requests  for  information  regarding  the  Mountain  Tunnel,  as  outlined  by  her 
statement. 

8.  BAWSCA  Update 

Ms.  Sandkulla  provided  a BAWSCA  update.  She  reviewed  BAWSCA’s  history  of 
water  conservation,  stating  they  had  conservation  programs  in  place  prior  to  the 
drought;  that  they  offer  a variety  of  conservation  programs;  and  that  they  have  good 
conversation  results. 

She  reviewed  their  per-person  water  use,  which  was  at  a historic  low  prior  to  the 
drought.  She  stated  that  10  percent  less  water  is  used  today  in  the  service  area 
despite  25  percent  more  people;  that  regulations  mandating  water  use  have  been 
adopted;  and  that  State  conservation  standards  have  resulted  in  17 percent  overall 
cutbacks  to  BAWSCA.  Ms.  Sandkulla  indicated  that  73  percent  of  BAWSCA  service 
area  water  use  is  in  the  bottom  three  tiers,  and  that  BAWSCA  agencies  are 
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expanding  drought  response  actions.  She  reviewed  how  BAWSCA  is  assisting  with 
drought  response  activities.  She  noted  their  landscaping  conservation  website. 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  Ms.  Sandkulla  for  BAWSCA’s  efforts. 

Ms.  Sandkulla  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen  as  to  which  BAWSCA 
districts  are  the  highest  users.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  Hazen  and  Sawyer  (Hazen)  and  RMC-SRT,  JV  (RMC); 
and  award  Agreement  Nos.  PRO.OOQ4.A-B.  As-Needed  Wastewater  Process 
Engineering  to  Hazen  (PRO.OOQ4.  A)  and  RMC  (PRQ.0004.B),  to  provide 
specialized  process  engineering  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  two  professional  services 
agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000,  and  with  a duration 
of  four  years:  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  reguirements 
are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with 
the  next  highest  ranked  proposer.  (Resolution  15-0116) 

b)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WW-583.  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement  of  up  to  189 
consecutive  calendar  days:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to 
approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  up 
to  584  consecutive  calendar  days.  (Resolution  1 5-0117) 

c)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Don 
Pedro  Reservoir  Crossing  1 15  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines,  in  the  amount 
of  $5.014,446.  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  System 
3,  to  replace  existing  lattice  steel  towers  with  new  tubular  steel  monopoles  for  the 
transmission  line  crossings  over  Don  Pedro  Reservoir.  (Resolution  15-0118) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  items  9a  through  9c: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

10.  Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  impose  a 2015-2016  Drought 
Program  to  achieve  a 10  percent  system-wide  water  use  reduction  in  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  retail  service  area  in  response  to  the  State 
Water  Resources  Control  Board’s  Emergency  Regulations  adopted  on  May  5,  2015. 
Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  impose  additional  mandatory  restrictions  on 
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outdoor  water  use  as  required  pursuant  to  the  State  Water  Board’s  Emergency 
Regulations.  (Resolution  15-0119)  ’ 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM,  Water,  introduced  the  item.  He  noted  the  actions  required 
by  the  State  Water  Board’s  regulations.  He  discussed  the  proposed  SFPUC  drought 
management  program  and  reviewed  the  reductions  being  asked  of  customers.  He 
discussed  excess  use  charges  for  interruptible  and  non-interruptible  irrigation 
customers;  flow-factor  adjustments;  targeted  outreach  program  for  large  users;  leak 
detection  programs;  and  the  public  outreach  conservation  campaign. 

Commissioner  Moran  questioned  the  percentage  reduction  levels  for  interruptible 
versus  non-interruptible  irrigation  customers,  and  why  more  conservation  isn’t 
required  by  interruptible  customers.  AGM  Ritchie  provided  response  that 
interruptible  customers  would  be  charged  a higher  excess  use  charge.  Discussion 
ensued.  Commissioner  Moran  expressed  concern  that  interruptible  customers 
should  be  subject  to  greater  water  cutbacks. 

Staff  will  return  with  options  for  potential  modification  of  the  interruptible  program. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  10: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  items  1 1,  12,  and  13  together. 

11.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  Countv  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District  which  will  allow  for  the  installation  of  drinking  water  tap  stations  in  SFUSD 
schools,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $263,000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 
(Resolution  15-0120) 

12.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District,  which  will  allow  the  use  of  SFPUC  funding  to  support  initial  implementation 
of  SFUSD’s  Vision  2025  strategic  plan,  piloted  at  John  O’Connell  High  School,  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $450.000,  and  with  a duration  of  two  years.  (Resolution  15- 
0121) 

13.  Approve  Agreement  No.  CS-1018.  Academic  Year  Grants  2015-17,  to  support 
disadvantaged  San  Francisco  youth  and  young  adults,  who  will  engage  in  SFPUC 
project-based  service  learning  opportunities  during  the  2015-16  and  2016-17 
academic  years;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  solicit  grant  applications, 
and  to  negotiate  and  execute  approximately  three  to  six  Academic  Year  Grant 
agreements  with  selected  local  community-based  nonprofit  organizations  and/or 
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education  institutions  to  administer  these  learning  opportunities,  for  a cumulative 
not-to-exceed  amount  of  $250.000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years  per  grant 
agreement.  (Resolution  15-0122) 

Ms.  Kay  Fernandez,  Community  Benefits  Director,  responded  to  a question  from 
Commissioner  Kwon  regarding  the  manufacturer  of  the  filling  stations. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  1 1,  12  and  13: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

14.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with 
the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  (SFSDt  for  operation,  maintenance,  emergency 
response  coordination,  and  capital  planning  for  the  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System, 
including  payment  to  SFFD  for  an  annual  amount  not  to  exceed  $150,000. 
(Resolution  15-0123) 

AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item  and  requested  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  14: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

15.  Approve  an  increase  to  the  existing  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the 
amount  of  $8.907.454.  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration  contingency 
of  69  consecutive  calendar  davs  for  Contract  No.  WD-2581.  New  Irvington  Tunnel; 
and  Approve  the  addition  of  corrosion  repairs  in  the  existing  Irvington  Tunnel  to  the 
scope  of  work  up  to  an  amount  of  $250.000.  to  be  funded  by  Water  Enterprise 
Capital  Improvement  Program  funds:  and  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
approve  future  contract  modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  up  to 
$266.236,419  and  a total  revised  contract  duration  up  to  1 ,912  consecutive  calendar 
days.  (Resolution  15-0124) 

Mr.  Bajwa  introduced  the  item,  noting  the  reasons  staff  is  requesting  approval  of  the 
change  orders.  He  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen  on  contingency 
funding. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  15: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 


SFPUC  Minutes 
May  26,  2015 


Page  6 


16.  Approve  Proiect  No.  CWWSIPFCDB03,  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure  Holloway 
Green  Street,  for  the  total  project  amount  of  £6.699.000:  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  implement  the  Proiect  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable 
law.  This  action  will  be  followed  bv  a request  for  approval  of  the  loan  agreement  and 
construction  contract  award  approval  at  a later  date.  This  action  constitutes  the 
Approval  Action  for  the  proiect  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA.  pursuant  to  Section 
31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-0125) 

Mr.  Bajwa  introduced  the  item.  He  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner 
Moran  regarding  Early  Implementation  Projects.  Vice  President  Vietor  and 
Commissioner  Moran  requested  that  staff  return  with  information  on  the  Projects  and 
how  they  will  be  measured. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  15: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

17.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

18.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items,  stating  item  32  would 
not  be  heard. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  2:39  PM. 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Laborers  International  Union  Local  261  vs.  City  and  Countv  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02234 
Date  Filed:  March  4,  2015 
(Resolution  15-0126) 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Existing  Litigation 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  u Sunol  Valiev  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  County  Superior  Court.  Case  No.:  RG  14729649 
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City  Law  No.:  131321 
Date  Filed:  June  18,  2014 


21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (dl  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchv  v City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court.  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (dt  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (2) 
Anticipated  Litigation  - As  Plaintiff 

23.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8(a)  (2) 

Property 

2000  Marin,  bounded  bv  Marin  and  Cesar  Chavez  Street  in  Bay  Streets,  San 
Francisco 

Persons  Negotiating 

SFPUC:  Michael  Carlin.  Rosanna  Russell  and  John  Updike 
Tishman  Spever:  Carl  Shannon 

Under  Negotiation:  Price  ( ) Terms  of  Payment  ( ) Both  (XX) 

24.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 

54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8(a)  (2) 

Property 

Mission  Valiev  Rock  Lease,  portions  of  SFPUC  Parcels  62  and  65  in  Sunol,  CA 
Persons  Negotiating 

SFPUC:  Rosanna  Russell  and  Tony  Bardo 

Mission  Valiev  Rock:  Mike  Roth  and  Terry  Marshall 

Under  Negotiation:  Price  ( ) Terms  of  Payment  (XX)  Both  ( ) 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (If  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (df  (If  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  y.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10.  2014 
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27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (It 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No,:  ER  15-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23.  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

30.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 

31 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 
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32.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Aaencv  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Commissioner  Vietor  departed  the  meeting  at  3:30  PM. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  3:47  PM. 

33.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  a settlement  was  reached  on  item  19,  and  no  other 
action  was  taken. 

34.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 

35.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

36.  Adjournment 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  3:48  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0115 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  encourages  and 
supports  the  participation  of  the  SFPUC  in  the  affairs  of  the  Association  of  California  Water 
Agencies  (ACWA);  and 

WHEREAS,  Commissioner  Anson  Moran  was  duly  elected  as  a Board  Member  to  the 
ACWA  Region  5 in  201 1 and  2013;  and 

WHEREAS,  Commissioner  Anson  Moran  has  indicated  a desire  to  continue  to  serve  as  a 
Board  Member  for  ACWA  Region  5;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  places  its  full  and  unreserved  support  in  the 
nomination  of  Anson  Moran  to  continue  as  a Board  Member  for  ACWA  Region  5;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  acknowledges  that  the  expenses 
attendant  with  the  service  of  Board  Member  in  ACWA  Region  5 shall  not  be  borne  by  ACWA. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0116 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  Wastewater 
Enterprise  staff  requires  the  assistance  of  consultants  with  specialized  wastewater  process 
engineering  and  other  technical  expertise;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  wastewater  consultants  to 
provide  specialized  process  engineering  services  to  supplement  SFPUC  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Request  for  Proposals  was  advertised  on  January  30,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
selection  panel  evaluations  and  the  proposals  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Hazen  and  Sawyer 
(PRO. 0004. A)  and  RMC-SRT,  JV  (PRO. 0004. B)  as  the  two  highest  ranked  consulting  firms;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $2,000,000  per  agreement,  with  a 
cumulative  total  of  $4,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  July  2015  and  end  in  July  2019,  and  the 
duration  of  each  agreement  is  four  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a 6%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subconsultant 
participation  goal  on  this  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re- advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreements  from  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  operating  and  capital  funds;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Hazen  and  Sawyer 
and  RMC-SRT,  JV;  awards  Wastewater  Enterprise-funded  Agreement  Nos.  PR0.0004.A-B,  As- 
Needed  Wastewater  Process  Engineering,  to  provide  specialized  process  engineering  services  on 
an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute 
two  professional  services  agreements,  with  Hazen  and  Sawyer  (PRO. 0004. A)  and  RMC-SRT,  JV 
(PRO. 0004. B),  each  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  and  with  a duration  of  four  years; 
or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


(7TO71AA 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0117 


WHEREAS,  On  December  10.  2013,  per  Resolution  No.  13-0186,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  Program- 
funded  Contract  No.  WW-583,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  to  Precision  Engineering; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  February  18,  2014; 


WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $3,534,100  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  395  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
extensions  of  time  exceeding  10%  of  the  original  duration  be  approved  by  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  potential  change  order,  if  converted  to  a change  order,  would  exceed 
the  pre-approved  10%  construction  duration  contingency  of  39  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  duration  contingency  in  the  amount  of  189 
consecutive  calendar  days  is  requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent 
authorization  of  modifications,  if  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  were  originally  established  for  this  construction 
contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  A 16.19%  LBE  participation,  as  submitted  at  the  time  of  bid,  has  been 
committed  by  the  Contractor;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS91,  As-Needed  Main 
Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
duration  contingency  in  the  amount  of  up  to  189  consecutive  calendar  days  for  WWE  Renewal 
and  Replacement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-583,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement, 
with  Precision  Engineering;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
to  consider  and,  if  appropriate,  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract  duration  amount  not 
to  exceed  189  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


and 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0118 


WHEREAS,  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Don 
Pedro  Reservoir  Crossing  115  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines  was  advertised  on  April  6, 
2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $6,000,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$6,000,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  replace  existing  lattice  steel  towers  with  new 
tubular  steel  monopoles  for  the  transmission  line  crossings  over  Don  Pedro  Reservoir;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  276  consecutive  calendar  days  (approx.  9 months); 
and 

WHEREAS,  Project  Don  Pedro  Reservoir  Electrical  Transmission  Line  Crossing  was 
determined  to  be  categorically  exempt  as  a Class  2 Categorical  Exemption  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  on  November  25,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  Four  (4)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  April  30,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  System  3 as  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  11%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUH101-01,  Transmission/ 
Distribution  System;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Don  Pedro 
Reservoir  Crossing  1 15  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines,  in  the  amount  of  $5,014,446,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  System  3. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0119 


WHEREAS,  On  July  15,  2014,  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  adopted 
emergency  regulations,  Resolution  2014-0038,  which  require  urban  water  suppliers  to  implement 
all  requirements  and  actions  of  its  water  shortage  contingency  plan  that  impose  mandatory 
restrictions  on  outdoor  irrigation;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  31,  2014,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC)  asked  all  SFPUC  customers  to  voluntarily  curtail  water  consumption  by  at  least  10%; 
and 


WHEREAS,  On  August  12,  2014,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  14-0121  to  impose 
mandatory  restrictions,  consistent  with  the  State  Water  Board’s  emergency  regulations,  on 
outdoor  irrigation  by  reducing  all  outdoor  irrigation  of  ornamental  landscapes  or  turf  with 
potable  water  by  retail  customers  by  at  least  10%;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  26,  2014,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  14-0140  to  adopt 
regulations  for  administering  the  excess  use  charges,  determining  irrigation  water  use 
allocations,  and  considering  allocation  and  exception  determinations  corresponding  to  the  10% 
reduction;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  17,  2015,  the  State  Water  Board  adopted  emergency  regulations. 
Resolution  2015-0013,  which  extended  and  expanded  the  existing  emergency  regulations  with 
additional  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  water  use  and  commercial  businesses;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  28,  2015,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  15-0102  to  impose 
additional  mandatory  restrictions,  consistent  with  the  State  Water  Board’s  emergency 
regulations,  on  outdoor  water  use  and  commercial  businesses;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  5,  2015,  the  State  Water  Board  adopted  emergency  regulations. 
Resolution  2015-0032,  which  assigned  a conservation  standard  of  8%  to  the  SFPUC  with  the 
intent  to  achieve  a statewide  water  use  reduction  of  25%  through  February  2016  and  includes 
additional  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  irrigation,  as  required  by  the  Governor’s  Executive 
Order  B-29-15  issued  April  1,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  per  the  State  Water  Board  adopted  emergency  regulations,  Resolution  2015- 
0032,  the  SFPUC  is  subject  to  issuance  of  information  orders,  conservation  orders,  or  cease  and 
desist  orders  from  the  State  Water  Board  if  the  8%  conservation  standard  is  not  met,  and 
violation  of  cease  and  desist  orders  are  subject  to  a civil  liability  of  up  to  $10,000  a day;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Retail  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  (Plan)  was  adopted  by  the 
SFPUC  on  December  11,  2001  to  provide  the  SFPUC  with  a guidance  tool  to  be  used  for 
allocating  water  among  SFPUC  retail  customers  in  the  event  of  a water  shortage  due  to  drought; 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  Plan  allows  the  SFPUC  to  impose  any  additional  water  use  prohibitions 
applicable  to  retail  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  determines  the  volume  of  wastewater  subject  to  sewer  service 
charges  based  on  a wastewater  flow  factor,  which  is  the  percentage  of  water  use  discharged  to 
the  sewer  and  is  assumed  to  be  a standard  90%  for  single  family  residential  users,  95%  for  multi- 
family residential  users,  and  90%  for  all  other  users;  and 

WHEREAS,  rules  providing  for  appeals  of  residential  wastewater  flow  factors  were 
adopted  by  the  SFPUC  on  June  10,  2013  (Resolution  03-0112)  to  provide  greater  clarity  in 
processing  sewer  service  appeals  from  residential  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  rules  and  regulations  for  administering  Interruptible  Water  Service  were 
adopted  by  the  SFPUC  on  February  10,  2015  (Resolution  15-0040)  intended  to  distinguish 
irrigation  customers  who  elect  to  reduce  water  use  early  and  significantly  when  the  SFPUC 
declares  voluntary  and  mandatory  shortages;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  caused  a notice  of  public  hearing  on  the  proposed  Drought 
Program  and  updated  excess  use  charges  for  excessive  use  of  water  on  ornamental  landscaping 
and  turf,  to  be  published  in  the  official  newspaper  on  May  8 and  10  through  13,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  enactment  of 
the  proposed  emergency  restrictions  is  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Sections  15269  (Emergency  Projects)  and  15308 
(Actions  by  Regulatory  Agencies  for  Protection  of  the  Environment);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  impose  a mandatory  reduction  on  all  outdoor  irrigation  of  ornamental  landscapes  or 
turf  with  potable  water  by  retail  customers  by  at  least  25%,  effective  July  1,  2015  until  the  water 
shortage  emergency  is  lifted  by  the  General  Manager;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  adopts  the  proposed  amendments 
to  the  Excess  Use  Charges  regulations,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  effective  July  1, 
2015,  applicable  to  outdoor  irrigation  of  ornamental  landscapes  or  turf  with  potable  water  by 
retail  customers  in  excess  of  the  allocations  determined  by  the  General  Manager  consistent  with 
this  Resolution,  subject  to  excess  use  charges  at  100%  (“lx”)  of  the  applicable  water  rate;  and  be 
it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  adopts  the  proposed  amendments 
to  Interruptible  Water  Service  regulations,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  effective  July 
1,  2015,  applicable  to  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  to  the  Interruptible  Water  Service 
program  and  use  water  in  excess  of  the  allocations  determined  by  the  General  Manager 
consistent  with  this  Resolution,  subject  to  excess  use  charges  at  200%  (“2x”)  of  the  applicable 
water  rate;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  adopts  the  proposed  amendments 
to  the  rules  for  flow  factor  appeals,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  effective  July  1, 
2015,  applicable  to  retail  customers  with  existing  reduced  flow  factors  or  who  wish  to  appeal 
their  assigned  standard  flow  factors;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  SFPUC  to  prohibit  potable  water  irrigation  of  ornamental  turf  on  public  street  medians, 
effectively  immediately  and  until  the  water  shortage  emergency  is  lifted  by  the  General  Manager; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  urges  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  adopt  any  legislation  that  is  necessary  in  the  view  of  the  City  Attorney  to 
implement  and  enforce  water  use  restrictions  adopted  by  this  Commission  or  the  General 
Manager  of  the  SFPUC. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0120 


WHEREAS,  The  California  Legislature  adopted  Education  Code  Section  38086  requiring 
school  districts  to  provide  access  to  free,  fresh  drinking  water  during  meal  times  in  the  food 
services  areas  of  schools  by  July  1,  2011;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  desired  to  provide  new 
access  to  drinking  water  for  students  in  the  food  services  areas  of  schools  in  order  to  comply 
with  Education  Code  section  39086  and  to  further  the  goals  of  President  Obama’s  Healthy, 
Hunger-  Free  Kids  Act  of  2010  to  allow  students  to  fill  their  own  beverage  bottles  using  new 
water  conserving  fixtures  that  replace  older,  less  water  efficient  drinking  fountains,  and  to 
encourage  students  to  drink  fresh  water  as  a part  of  a healthy  lifestyle;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  desires  to  fund  the 
purchase  and  installation  of  Tap  Stations  at  the  SFUSD  schools  in  order  to  promote  water 
conservation,  educate  youth  about  the  health  benefits  of  drinking  tap  water  in  comparison  to 
other  beverage  choices,  and  minimize  disposable  plastic  water  bottles  from  entering  the  waste 
stream;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $263,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  May  2015  and  end  in  May  2017  and  the 
total  duration  of  this  agreement  is  24  months;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  project  PUW518  - Community  Benefits  - Water  Enterprise  FY14-16  and  FY15- 
16  Add-Back  funds;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  execute  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  SFUSD  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$263,000,  and  with  a total  duration  of  24  months. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0121 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  is  facing  a 
workforce  gap  and  is  committed  to  advancing  its  succession  planning  goals  through  engagement 
with  high  schools  in  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  values  education  and  workforce  development  as  core 
components  of  its  Community  Benefits  Policy;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  is  equipped  to  provide  valuable  hands-on  exposure  to  youth 
regarding  careers  and  projects  in  the  water,  wastewater,  and  power  industries;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  is  committed  to 
providing  hands-on  work  experience  and  project-based  learning  to  its  students  as  part  of  its 
Vision  2025  strategic  plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  John  O’Connell  High  School  has  an  emphasis  on  trades  and  skills 
development,  and  is  uniquely  positioned  to  support  the  development  of  Vision  2025  programs 
and  curricula  that  connect  to  water,  power,  and  sewer  industries;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  partnership  between  the  SFPUC  and  SFUSD  at  John  O’Connell  will 
enable  the  SFPUC  to  begin  developing  a pipeline  of  skilled  workers  who  can  join  the  SFPUC 
workforce  upon  graduation  from  high  school  and/or  college;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  Delegation  Agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department,  the  SFPUC  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  adoption  of  this 
Resolution  does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
Guidelines  Section  15378  because  there  would  be  no  physical  change  in  the  environment;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $450,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  May  2015  and  end  in  April  2017  and  the 
total  duration  of  this  agreement  is  24  months;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  Power  Enterprise  funds,  as  well  as  add-back  funding  from  Water,  Wastewater, 
and  Power  Enterprises;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  execute  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  SFUSD  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$450,000,  and  with  a total  duration  of  24  months. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0122 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  identified 
local  workforce  development  and  youth  education  as  priorities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC’s  workforce  development  and  education  strategies  are 
expanding  the  number  of  youth  connecting  to  work  and  learning  opportunities  related  to  the 
SFPUC  by  increasing  the  number  of  disadvantaged  youth  and  young  adults  participating  in 
existing  programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Academic  Year  Grants  will  expose  more  than  200  youth  and  young  adults  to 
education,  careers,  and  other  opportunities  related  to  community  and  civic  engagement, 
environmental  stewardship,  and  the  mission  and  work  of  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Academic  Year  Grants  investments  will  leverage  existing  youth 
development  programs  that  provide  disadvantaged  youth  and  young  adults  from  San  Francisco 
with  learning  and  work  opportunities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  the  FY15-16  and  FY16-17  Wastewater,  Water,  and  Hetchy  Power  Youth 
Employment  & Environmental  Services  (PYEAES)  programmatic  project  budgets;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  grants  under  Agreement  No.  CS- 
1018,  Academic  Year  Grants  2015-2017,  to  support  disadvantaged  San  Francisco  youth  and 
young  adults,  who  will  engage  in  SFPUC  project-based  service  learning  opportunities  during  the 
2015-16  and  2016-17  academic  years,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to 
solicit  grant  applications,  and  to  negotiate  and  execute  approximately  three  to  six  Academic  Year 
Grant  agreements  (Agreement  No.  CS- 1018)  with  selected  local  community-based  nonprofit 
organizations  and/or  education  institutions  to  administer  these  learning  opportunities,  for  a 
cumulative  not-to-exceed  amount  of  $250,000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years  per  grant 
agreement. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0123 


WHEREAS,  on  May  17,  2010  the  Mayor  ordered  the  transfer  of  the  Auxiliary  Water 
Supply  System  (AWSS)  operation,  maintenance,  and  improvement  functions  from  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department  (SFFD)  to  the  SFPUC  effective  on  July  1,  2010;  and 

WHEREAS,  Due  notification  was  made  the  Board  of  Supervisors  under  Charter  section 
4.132;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  same  action  transferred  the  corresponding  budget  for  operation, 
maintenance,  and  improvements  for  the  AWSS  beginning  in  FY  2009-2010;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  AWSS  is  critical  for  public  health  and  safety  and  for  the  protection  of 
property;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  AWSS  is  jointly  operated  in  emergencies  with  the  SFPUC  producing 
water  on  site  based  on  SFFD  need,  and  the  SFFD  using  it  for  fire  suppression,  and  as  such,  a 
clear  agreement  between  the  SFPUC  and  SFFD  for  the  operation,  maintenance,  and 
improvement  functions  of  the  system  is  needed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Staff  of  the  SFPUC  and  SFFD  have  jointly  negotiated  a Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  that  records  and  delineates  roles  and  responsibilities  for  these  functions; 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  MOU  includes  payment  by  the  SFPUC  to  the  SFFD  for  50%  of  a SFFD 
inspector  position  to  regularly  inspect  the  AWSS  system  to  ensure  transparency,  appropriate 
disclosure,  recordkeeping,  and  predictable  performance  of  the  AWSS;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  parties  desire  to  enter  into  this  MOU  to  ensure  clear  delineation  of 
responsibilities  regarding  the  operation,  maintenance,  and  improvement  functions  for  the  AWSS; 
and 


WHEREAS,  Any  project  that  results  from  this  MOU  and  that  may  have  an  effect  on  the 
physical  environment  will  be  treated  as  a separate  action  and  will  undergo  CEQA  environmental 
review  prior  to  consideration  of  the  project  for  approval;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a MOU  with  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  substantially  in  the  form  of 
the  May  12,  2015  Draft  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  including  payment  to  SFFD  for 
an  annual  amount  not-to-exceed  $150,000. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 


^ A/UV-  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0124 


WHEREAS,  On  June  8,  2010,  per  Resolution  No.  10-0095,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)-funded 
Construction  Contract  No.  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel,  to  Southland/Tutor  Perini  Joint 
Venture;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  August  26,  2010;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $226,657,700  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  1,390  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  13,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0192,  this  Commission 
authorized  the  General  Manager  to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  modifications  with 
cumulative  time  extensions  greater  than  10  percent  of  the  original  contract  duration  but  not 
exceeding  261  additional  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  additional  anticipated  differing  site 
conditions  (harder  rock  than  disclosed  in  contract  documents  and  continued  operations  under 
gassy  tunnel  conditions)  and  contract  extensions  for  tunnel  excavation  delays  due  to  drilling  and 
grouting  for  groundwater  control,  increasing  the  contract  duration  to  1,790  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  12,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0099,  the  Commission  approved 
the  following  revisions  to  the  schedule  and  budget  of  the  New  Irvington  Tunnel  project  that  are 
needed  as  a result  of  the  construction  adjustments  necessary  to  address  very  challenging  and 
unforeseen  site  conditions  and  the  tunnel’s  reclassification  from  “potentially  gassy”  to  “fully 
gassy”  by  the  California  Occupations  Safety  and  Health  Administration:  extend  the  project 

schedule  by  447  calendar  days  by  revising  the  project  completion  date  from  October  31,  2014  to 
January  21,  2016,  and  increase  the  construction  contingency  budget  by  $4,700,000  to  a new 
construction  budget  of  $254,023,470;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  23,  2013  pursuant  to  Resolution  13-0060,  this  Commission 
endorsed  the  project-level  scope  and  approved  the  schedule  and  budget  of  the  March  2013 
Revised  WSIP  which  was  documented  in  the  Notice  of  Public  Hearing  dated  March  22,  2013, 
which  added  $3,305,495  in  funding  to  the  New  Irvington  Tunnel  construction  budget,  revising 
the  construction  budget  to  $257,328,495;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  13,  2013,  pursuant  to  Resolution  13-0128,  this  Commission 
approved  an  increase  in  the  existing  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $8,005,495,  and 
approved  a time  extension  of  53  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Water  Enterprise,  (WSIP)-funded 
Construction  contract  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel,  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of 
$30,671,265  for  a new  construction  budget  of  $257,328,495,  and  a potential  extension  in  the 
contract  duration  of  up  to  453  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a new  proposed  contract  duration  of 
1,843  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that 
any  cumulative  increases  in  contract  price  or  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract 
amounts  be  approved  by  the  Commission;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  project  has  encountered  circumstances  in  the  field  that  were  not 
anticipated  during  the  planning  and  design  of  the  project,  including  differing  site  conditions, 
including  harder  than  anticipated  rock,  gassy  tunnel  conditions,  and  tunnel  excavation  delays  due 
to  probe  hole  drilling  and  grouting  for  groundwater  seepage  control;  and 

WHEREAS,  Cost  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract  amount  to 
$29,053,667,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  $1,907,465,  potential  change  orders  amount  to 
$2,604,584,  corrosion  repairs  on  the  existing  Irvington  Tunnel  are  estimated  at  $250,000,  and 
trends  amount  to  $5,763,003;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders, 
would  exceed  the  currently  approved  construction  cost  contingency;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $8,907,454, 
and  an  extension  of  time  contingency  up  to  69  consecutive  calendar  days  are  requested  for 
construction  contract  WD-2581,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of 
modifications,  if  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Human  Rights  Commission  (HRC),  now  known  as  the  Contract 
Monitoring  Division,  established  a 4%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  for 
this  construction  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  the  time  of  bid,  HRC  determined  that  the  3.9%  LBE  participation 
submitted  by  the  Contractor  was  acceptable  pursuant  to  the  HRC  Director’s  authority  under 
Section  14B.8(C)  of  the  Administrative  Code;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  currently  available  in  Project  No.  CUW35901  - New  Irvington 
Tunnel  and  the  WSIP  Director’s  Reserve  to  fund  this  request,  except  for  the  existing  Irvington 
Tunnel  corrosion  repair  for  which  funds  are  currently  available  in  Project  No.  CUW2730200  - 
Pipeline  Inspection  and  Repair  of  the  Water  Enterprise  10-year  Capital  Improvement  Program; 
and  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing 
construction  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $8,907,454,  and  approves  an  increase  in  the 
contract  duration  contingency  of  up  to  69  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP- 
funded  Construction  Contract  WD-2581  - New  Irvington  Tunnel,  for  a total  cost  contingency 
amount  of  $39,578,719  and  a total  duration  contingency  of  up  to  522  consecutive  calendar  days; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  addition  of 
corrosion  repairs  in  the  existing  Irvington  Tunnel  to  the  scope  of  work  for  Contract  No  WD-2581 
up  to  an  amount  of  $250,000,  to  be  funded  by  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program 
funds;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider  and,  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the 
original  contract  amount  for  up  to  $39,578,7 19  for  a total  revised  construction  contract  amount 
of  up  to  $266,236,419;  and  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  original  contract  duration 
for  up  to  522  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1,912 
consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 

flW  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0125 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  have 
developed  a project  description  for  Project  No.  CWWSIPFCDB03,  Lake  Merced  Green 
Infrastructure-Holloway  Green  Street  (Project);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  objectives  of  the  Project  are  to  implement  stormwater  management 
practices  through  installation  of  multi-benefit  green  infrastructure  technologies  and  to  reduce 
combined  sewer  discharge  (CSD)  volume  reaching  the  Pacific  Ocean;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  6,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  determined  that  the  Project  is 
categorically  exempt  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section 
15301  (Existing  Facilities) ; and 

WHEREAS,  This  approval  action  enables  staff  to  complete  the  loan  application  to  the 
State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (SWRCB)  under  the  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund 
(CWSRF)  Loan  Program  for  Project  design  and  construction  funding  ; 

WHEREAS,  Planned  future  actions  by  the  Commission  include  approval  of  the  CWSRF 
loan  agreement  and  construction  contract  award;  and 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Project  Number 
CWWSIPFCDB03,  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure-Holloway  Green  Street,  for  the  total 
project  amount  of  $6,699,000,  and  authorizes  staff  to  proceed  with  completion  of  the  CWSRF 
loan  application. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  26,  2015. 
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Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  ’c  ve  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  June  9,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.comA/iewPublisher.DhD7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  sen/e  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Flail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


MftMNfeJ?  (415)  5544B7frBgl^|gdhood@sfwater.orgl 

tfcfflDonna  HoodJUi, 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

RAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(41 5)  252-31 1 2;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.org/index. aspx?paqe=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  May  26,  2015 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Status  of  Large  Development  Projects  in  the  Water  Service  Area 

d)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 


7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Thermal  Hydrolysis  Process  Site  Visit  Report  (How) 

b)  Public  Works  Contracting  Policies  and  Procedures  Chapters  6 and 

14B  Local  Business  Enterprise  Program  Updates  (Fine) 

c)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

d)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

8.  Policy  and  Legislative  Update  (Ellis) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

9.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-781 , Tunnel  Engineering 
Services,  Bay  Division  Pipelines  Reliability  Upgrade  (Bay  Tunnel),  with  Jacobs 


Associates,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing  design  support  during  final  construction 
completion  and  closeout  of  the  Bay  Tunnel  project;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  with  a time  extension  of  85 
days  (approximately  three  months),  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years, 
1 1 months,  and  26  days,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  amount.  (How) 

b)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  Award  Contract  No.  WW-604,  As- 
h Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  not-to-exceed 
$7,192,640,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores 
_j  Construction,  Inc.,  to  replace  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping,  on  an  as-needed 
basis,  at  locations  to  be  determined  within  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  (How) 
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c)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  a five-year  revocable  license  to  San  Mateo  County  to  use 
approximately  138,000  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  2010(1)  in  Menlo  Park, 
California  for  maintaining  an  existing  recreational  sports  field,  a petanque  court, 
and  a parking  lot  and  installing  new  artificial  turf,  for  no  use  fee.  (Russell) 


d)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  execute  Amendment  No.  1 to  the 

Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  County  of  Tuolumne  for  an  amount  not- 
n to-exceed  $310,000,  and  to  extend  the  duration  of  the  MOA  from  January  1, 
^ 2015  to  July  1, 2016,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  amount  of  $1 ,910,000,  and  a total 

c=>  duration  of  six  years  and  six  months,  to  allow  the  MOA  to  coincide  with  the  City 

^2,  and  County  of  San  Francisco’s  two  year  budget  cycle;  and  continue  providing 
essential  services  for  San  Francisco  City  and  County’s  Hetch  Hetchy  Project 
facilities.  (Ritchie) 


REGULAR  SESSION 


10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  CS-289,  Grant  Agreement  with  The  Laborers’ 

-H  Training  and  Retraining  Trust  Fund  for  Northern  California,  to  develop  and 
^ implement  the  Gleneagles  Training  Academy,  and  to  implement  the  Pilot  Bioregional 
o Habitat  Restoration  Training  Program;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 

^ execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $300,000,  for  a total  not-to- 

exceed  agreement  amount  of  $900,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years, 
for  a total  agreement  duration  of  five  years  and  10  months.  (How) 


Vo  1 1 . Approve  the  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  Contract  No.  CS- 
296E,  HSIP  Professional  and  Engineering  Support  Services;  and  authorize  the 
jlo  General  Manage  to  execute  an  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  the 

▼n  existing  Contract  No.  CS-296E,  from  CB&I  Government  Solutions,  Inc.,  to  PMA 

Consultants  LLC.  (How) 


12.  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a 25-year  lease  to  Mission  Valley  Rock  Co.,  of  approximately  199 
acres  of  SFPUC  Parcels  No.  62  and  65  in  Sunol,  California  for  water  use  and 
management,  aggregate  conveyance,  overburden  and  fines  placement,  and 


reclamation,  for  a rental  rate  of  $60,000  per  year,  plus  four  percent  annual  rent 
increases.  (Russell) 


13.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

14.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

Lisa  Gemmiti/Gemmiti  Model  Art  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01503/Date  Filed  December  31, 2014 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01891/Date  Filed  January  30,  2015 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
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Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER  15-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 


Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

25.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

26.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

27.  Other  new  business. 

28.  Adjournment 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  June  23,  2015-  1 :30  PM  City  Hall,  Room 
400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at  a Regular  Meeting  of 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the  governing  board  of  the  publicly 
owned  utility  operations  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco:  Public  hearing, 
discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  rules  related  to  an  increase  in  the  mandatory 
water  use  reduction  on  irrigation  customers  with  interruptible  water  service  as  part  of  the 
2015-2016  drought  program.  The  water  use  reduction  may  be  more  stringent  than  the 
25  percent  imposed  on  irrigation  customers  with  regular  commercial,  industrial,  and 
general  use  service.  Interruptible  water  service  is  available  to  approximately  1,600 
irrigation  accounts.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at  least  72 
hours  before  the  scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC  website  www.sfwater.org,  or  by 
calling  (415)  554-3165. 
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Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 


http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.ohp7view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:36  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Courtney 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  May  26,  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  May  26,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Mr.  David  Pilpel  asked  about  the  status  of  the  second  Power  Enterprise  Business 
Workshop.  General  Manager  Kelly,  Jr.  provided  response. 

• Mr.  Janieree  Puritt  Hill,  Young  Community  Developers,  introduced  Ms.  Elisha 
Andoniah  who  spoke  about  her  experience  as  a City  Works  intern. 

Due  to  time  constraints,  Supervisor  Malia  Cohen  requested  permission  to  provide 
comments  related  to  item  7a  out-of-order.  President  Caen  granted  the  request. 

Supervisor  Cohen  spoke  about  her  experiences  during  the  Thermal  Hydrolysis 
Process  Due  Diligence  site  visit.  She  described  the  benefits  of  the  technology  to  the 
Bayview  community  and  to  the  City,  and  expressed  her  excitement  for  the  new  plant. 

Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  asked  for  Supervisor  Cohen’s  thoughts  on  the  food  waste 
component  of  the  technology.  Supervisor  Cohen  provided  brief  thoughts. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  if  the  Risk  Analysis  for  CCA  would  be  provided 
during  the  Power  Business  Plan  Workshop  or  If  It  should  be  added  to  the 
Advance  Calendar. 

b)  Letter  Summary 

President  Caen  asked  about  the  IBEW  letter.  City  Attorney  Ambrose  provided 
response. 

c)  Status  of  Large  Development  Projects  in  the  Water  Service  Area 

d)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 

Public  Comments 
None 

Other  Commission  Business 
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President  Caen  presented  Commissioner  Moran  with  a five-year  service  pin  and 
thanked  him  for  his  service. 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Thermal  Hydrolysis  Process  Site  Visit  Report 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Infrastructure,  provided  a 
review  of  the  Thermal  Hydrolysis  Process  (THP)  Due  Diligence  site  visit.  She 
reviewed  the  Biosolids  Digester  Facilities  project  site  visit  objectives;  and 
discussed  site  visit  and  information  sharing  at  each  site  (Dublin,  London,  Oxford, 
Cambi,  Manchester,  and  Oslo).  Ms.  How  reviewed  site  visits  lessons  learned; 
provided  closing  remarks;  and  discussed  next  steps. 

AGM  How  and  GM  Kelly  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Kwon  on 
odor  control. 

GM  Kelly  offered  a summary  of  the  trip,  noting  the  time  commitment  and 
weekend  travel  required. 

VP  Vietor  asked  additional  questions  on  food  waste  and  the  viability  for  food 
waste  as  energy.  GM  Kelly  and  Mr.  Tommy  Moala,  AGM,  Wastewater  Enterprise, 
provided  response. 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  a question  regarding  the  different  technologies  that 
were  observed.  AGM  Moala  provided  response. 

b)  Public  Works  Contracting  Policies  and  Procedures  Chapters  6 and 
14B  Local  Business  Enterprise  Program  Updates 

Ms.  Ivy  Fine,  Director  of  Contracts,  provided  an  overview  of  Public  Works 
Contracting  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  6);  and  Local  Business 
Enterprise  Program  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  14B). 

Ms.  Fine  reviewed  the  type  of  contracting  methods:  (1)  Professional  consulting 
services;  and  (2)  construction  contract  services.  She  noted  key  contract 
requirements;  and  discussed  Outreach,  inclusion,  and  opportunities.  Director 
Fine  explained  the  reasons  for  changes  to  Chapters  6 and  14B;  offered  a 
summary  of  the  proposed  changes;  and  noted  the  reasons  for  the  changes.  Brief 
discussion  ensued  on  the  proposed  changes. 

GM  Kelly  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  the 
changes  the  Commission  will  see  with  regard  to  items  that  are  presented  for 
consideration. 

c)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM  Water,  provided  a drought  update.  He  reviewed  the  nine- 
County  Bay  Area  lowest  per  capita  consumption;  discussed  current  reservoir 
storage  levels;  cumulative  precipitation;  snowpack;  upcountry  six-station 
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precipitation  index;  Bay  Area  seven-station  precipitation  index;  total  deliveries; 
and  total  system  water  savings.  AGM  Ritchie  discussed  the  condition  of  the 
Water  Bank  and  storage  expectations,  depending  on  future  precipitation.  Mr. 
Ritchie  concluded  with  a brief  summary. 

AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Kwon  regarding  El 
Nino. 

d)  CCA  Update 

Mr.  Michael  Hyams,  Interim  CCA  Director,  began  by  discussing  the  IBEW  letter 
and  stated  that  the  letter  was  incorrect  in  stating  that  the  Commission  adopted 
the  EnerNexx  Report  at  the  joint  LAFCo  meeting,  and  that  no  such  action  was 
taken.  He  noted  IBEW  will  begin  collecting  signatures  for  their  proposed  ballot 
measure. 

Mr.  Hyams  reviewed  action  taken  during  May  on  the  CCA  timeline.  He  discussed 
actions  to  be  completed  in  June,  and  in  the  upcoming  months. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  thanked  Mr.  Hyams  for  the  update.  He  addressed  the 
possible  IBEW  ballot  measure  and  the  IBEW  letter. 

• Mr.  David  Pilpel  provided  thoughts  on  the  THP  site  visit,  and  the  updates  to 
Chapters  6 and  14B. 

7.  Policy  and  Legislative  Update 

Ms.  Juliet  Ellis,  AGM  External  Affairs,  introduced  the  item  and  provided  background 
on  legislative  and  policy  work  being  done;  reviewed  agency  work  at  the  local  (City 
level);  and  work  with  the  SFPUC’s  federal  and  state  lobbyists.  She  noted 
collaborative  efforts  between  the  SFPUC  and  utilities  across  the  United  States. 

Ms.  Ellis  introduced  two  new  members  of  her  legislative  team:  Ms.  Vicki  Johnson  and 
Mr.  Patrick  Caceres.  She  thanked  those  who  served  in  those  roles  in  the  interim. 

Mr.  Don  Gilbert,  SFPUC  state  lobbyist,  discussed  the  services  his  agency  provides 
to  the  SFPUC.  He  reviewed  the  work  conduced  in  Sacramento  and  with  interested 
stakeholders.  He  discussed  the  political  climate  in  Sacramento  and  noted  the 
drought  is  a big  issue.  Mr.  Gilbert  gave  examples  of  their  work  provided  to  the 
SFPUC  in  2014:  Kirkwood  Hydroelectric;  CCA;  and  Emergency  Drought  Relief.  He 
indicated  that  in  2015  they  are  working  on:  Current  Portfolio  Standard;  Biosolids  to 
Energy  Project;  and  Water  Policy  Changes. 

VP  Vietor  asked  a question  on  implications  of  the  Governor’s  Executive  Order 
regarding  adaption.  Mr.  Gilbert  provided  response  and  noted  he  would  look  into  any 
implications  for  the  SFPUC.  GM  Kelly  stated  that  staff  is  working  with  other  City 
agencies  and  the  Mayor’s  office  on  the  issue. 
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Mr.  Daryl  Owens,  SFPUC  federal  lobbyist,  provided  a brief  summary  of  his 
background.  He  discussed  the  political  climate  in  Washington  D.C.  He  noted  the 
drought  is  receiving  a great  deal  of  recognition,  and  reviewed  actions  being 
considered  and  possible  legislation  which  is  intended  to  address  the  drought.  He 
discussed  work  with  the  Irrigation  Districts  on  New  Don  Pedro  re-licensing;  noted 
pending  lawsuits;  discussed  power  issues;  Ocean  Beach  treatment  facility;  and 
adaptation. 

Mr.  Owens  responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor  about  Ocean  Beach  funding.  VP 
Vietor  asked  that  staff  return  with  an  update  regarding  Ocean  Beach. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Calendar  items. 

Mr.  Pilpel  asked  that  item  9c  be  removed  from  the  Consent  Calendar. 

8.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-781 , Tunnel  Engineering 
Services.  Bay  Division  Pipelines  Reliability  Upgrade  (Bay  Tunnel),  with  Jacobs 
Associates.  Inc.,  to  continue  providing  design  support  during  final  construction 
completion  and  closeout  of  the  Bay  T unnel  project;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  with  a time  extension  of  85 
days  (approximately  three  months),  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years, 

1 1 months,  and  26  days,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  amount. 

(Resolution  15-0127) 

b)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  Award  Contract  No.  WW-604,  As- 
Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  not-to-exceed 
$7,192,640,  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  J,  Flores 
Construction.  Inc.,  to  replace  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping,  on  an  as-needed 
basis,  at  locations  to  be  determined  within  the  City  of  San  Francisco. 

(Resolution  15-0128) 

d)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  execute  Amendment  No.  1 to  the  Memorandum 
of  Agreement  with  the  County  of  Tuolumne  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed 
$31 0,000,  and  to  extend  the  duration  of  the  MOA  from  January  1 , 201 5 to  July  1 , 
2016,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  amount  of  $1 ,910,000,  and  a total  duration  of  six 
years  and  six  months,  to  allow  the  MOA  to  coincide  with  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco’s  two  year  budget  cycle;  and  continue  providing  essential  services 
for  San  Francisco  City  and  County’s  Hetch  Hetchv  Project  facilities. 

(Resolution  15-0129) 

On  Motion  to  approve  consent  items  9a,  9b,  and  9d: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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c)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a five-year  revocable  license  to  San  Mateo  County  to  use  approximately  138,000 
square  feet  ofSFPUC  Parcel  2010(1)  in  Menlo  Park,  California  for  maintaining  an 
existing  recreational  sports  field,  a petanque  court,  and  a parking  lot  and  installing 
new  artificial  turf,  for  no  use  fee.  (Resoiution  15-0130) 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Pilpel  expressed  concern  with  artificial  turf  and  potential  liability. 

Ms.  Rosanna  Russell,  Real  Estate  Director,  provided  response,  noting  all  lease 
agreements  include  standard  provisions.  City  Attorney  Ambrose  concurred. 

On  Motion  to  approve  consent  item  9c: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Vice  President  Vietor  left  the  room  at  4:10  PM. 

10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  CS-289,  Grant  Agreement  with  The  Laborers’  Training 
and  Retraining  Trust  Fund  for  Northern  California,  to  develop  and  implement  the 
Gleneaqles  Training  Academy,  and  to  implement  the  Pilot  Bioreqional  Habitat 
Restoration  Training  Program;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $300,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $900,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  five  years  and  10  months.  (Resolution  15-0131) 

AGM  How  introduced  the  item.  City  Attorney  Ambrose  noted  a revision  to  the 
Resolution’s  Resolved  Clause.  She  stated  the  word  “negotiate"  should  be  added 
before  “execute"  to  read,  “. ...authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute...”. 

On  Motion  to  approve  amendment  to  item  10: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  10  as  amended: 

Ayes;  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

11.  Approve  the  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  Contract  No.  CS-296E, 
HSIP  Professional  and  Engineering  Support  Services;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manage  to  execute  an  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  the  existing 
Contract  No.  CS-296E,  from  CB&I  Government  Solutions.  Inc.,  to  PMA  Consultants 
LLC.  (Resolution  15-0132) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  11: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 
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Public  Comments 
None. 

President  Caen  stated  that  item  12  was  removed  from  the  agenda. 

12.  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a 25-vear  lease  to  Mission  Valiev  Rock  Co.,  of  approximately  199  acres 
of  SFPUC  Parcels  No.  62  and  65  in  Sunol,  California  for  water  use  and 
management,  aggregate  conveyance,  overburden  and  fines  placement,  and 
reclamation,  for  a rental  rate  of  $60,000  per  year,  plus  four  percent  annual  rent 
increases. 


The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items,  stating  items  1 7 through 
24  were  removed  from  the  agenda. 

13.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session 
None. 

14.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Vice  President  Vietor  returned  at  4: 1 6 PM. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:16  PM. 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitigated  Claim 

Lisa  Gemmiti/Gemmiti  Model  Art  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01503/Date  Filed  December  31, 2014 
(Resolution  15-0133) 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01891/Date  Filed  January  30,  2015 
(Resolution  15-0134) 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
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San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 


18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015- 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation; 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015- 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 „ 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
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23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Session  at  4:19  PM. 

25.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  15  and  16. 

26.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

27.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

28.  Adjournment 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:20  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0127 


WHEREAS,  On  May  24,  2005,  per  Resolution  No.05-0092,  this  Commission  awarded 
Agreement  No.  CS-781,  Tunnel  Engineering  Services,  Bay  Division  Pipelines  Reliability 
Upgrade  (Bay  Tunnel),  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $14,800,000  and 
with  a duration  of  seven  years,  concluding  on  August  7,  2012,  with  Jacobs  Associates,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  lwas  issued  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  two  years 
and  nine  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years  and  nine  months,  to  provide 
continued  engineering  support  during  construction  of  the  Bay  Tunnel  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  85 
days,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  1 1 months,  and  26  days,  in  order  to  provide 
continuing  engineering  support  during  the  extended  construction  duration  for  the  Bay  Tunnel 
project;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  subconsulting  goal  of  5.4% 
Disadvantaged  Business  Enterprise  (DBE)  has  been  established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  continue  to  be  available  from  Project  No. 
CUW36801  Bay  Division  Pipeline  Reliability  Upgrade  - Tunnel;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  Water 
Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-781,  Tunnel 
Engineering  Services,  Bay  Division  Pipelines  Reliability  Upgrade  (Bay  Tunnel),  with  Jacobs 
Associates,  Inc.,  to  provide  continued  engineering  support  during  final  construction  completion 
and  closeout  of  the  Bay  Tunnel  project;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the 
agreement  duration  by  85  days,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years,  1 1 months,  and  26 
days,  and  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  value. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  9,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0128 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R) 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-604,  As-Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement  was  advertised  on 
April  13,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $7,999,950  for  this  construction  contract  work  to 
replace  localized  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping,  on  an  as-needed  basis,  at  locations  to  be 
determined  throughout  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  (or  the  “Construction  Period”  in  the  case  of  an  As- 
Needed  Contract)  is  365  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  30,  2013  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that 
approval  of  as-needed  contracts  or  other  funding  mechanisms  for  the  repair  or  replacement  of 
linear  assets  do  not  fall  within  the  definition  of  a “project”  under  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  Guidelines  Section  15378(b)(4)  related  to  the  creation  of  government  funding 
mechanisms  which  do  not  involve  any  commitment  to  any  specific  project  which  may  result  in  a 
potentially  significant  impact  on  the  environment  and  implementation  of  specific  projects  under 
the  proposed  as-needed  contract  are  less  than  one  mile  in  length  and  would  be  statutorily  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080.21;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  7,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  J.  Flores  Construction,  Inc.  as 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  8%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  Contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  10.8%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSC4,  As-Needed  Spot 
Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications,  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-604,  As-Needed  Spot  Sewer 
Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  not  to  exceed  $7,192,640,  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores  Construction,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  9,  2015. 
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Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0129 


WHEREAS,  In  December  of  2009,  this  Commission  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  (MOA)  with  the 
County  of  Tuolumne,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,600,000,  and  a total  duration  of  five  years  for  fire, 
sheriff,  ambulance  and  other  essential  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $310,000  and  to 
extend  the  duration  of  the  MOA  from  January  1,  2015  to  July  1,  2016  to  allow  the  MOA  to  coincide  with 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco’s  two  year  budget  cycle;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
Operating  budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to 
execute  an  Amendment  No.  1 on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  to  the  MOA  with  the 
County  of  Tuolumne  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $310,000  and  to  extend  the  duration  of  the  MOA  from 
January  1,  2015  to  July  1,  2016,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  amount  of  $1,910,000,  and  a total  duration  of  six 
years  and  six  months,  to  allow  the  MOA  to  coincide  with  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco’s  two  year 
budget  cycle;  and  continue  providing  essential  services  for  San  Francisco  City  and  County’s  Hetch  Hetchy 
Project  facilities. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  9,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0130 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
designated  as  SFPUC  Parcel  2010(1)  in  Menlo  Park,  California  (Premises);  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Mateo  County  (Licensee)  desires  to  obtain  a revocable  license  (License) 
to  install  and  maintain  maintaining  a recreational  sports  field,  a petanque  court,  and  a parking  lot 
on  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  the  License;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  adopted  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines  on  January  13,  2015, 
which  provide  that  the  SFPUC  may  issue  a license  with  no  use  fee  for  a revocable  license  to  a 
public  agency  if  the  license  benefits  the  SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  is  a public  agency  under  Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real  Estate 
Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  License  benefits  the  SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purposes  by  eliminating 
maintenance  costs  for  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC's  issuance  of  a revocable  license  to  carry  out  the  portion  of  the  work 
that  requires  the  use  of  SFPUC  ROW  is  within  the  scope  of  the  Parks  Department  s CEQA 
approval,  and  this  document  is  adequate  for  SFPUC's  use  in  approving  the  revocable  license  for 
the  Project.  The  Notice  Of  Exemption  (NOE)  and  other  materials  that  are  part  of  the  record  of 
this  approval  are  available  for  public  review  at  the  SFPUC  offices.  Real  Estate  Services  Division, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  8th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  which  is  the  custodian  of  records  for  the 
revocable  license  approval;  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  the  Parks  Department  filed  the  NOE  and  approved  the  Project,  there  have 
been  no  substantial  changes  in  the  Project  or  changes  in  Project  circumstances  that  would  result 
in  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified 
significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change 
the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the  NOE;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Parks  Department  did  not  adopt  mitigation  measures  for  the  Project, 

SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or  responsibility  with  respect  to  the  Project  other  than  the  Project 
Sponsor's  request  and  the  SFPUC  authorization  to  approve  the  revocable  license  and  to  enable 
the  Project  Sponsor,  through  approval  of  the  revocable  license,  to  carry  out  the  proposed 
improvements  on  SFPUC's  ROW  at  Flood  County  Park;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  that  the  License  benefits  the  SFPUC’s 
primary  utility  purpose  and  is  issued  to  a public  agency  under  Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real 
Estate  Guidelines,  and  will  be  issued  with  no  use  fee;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the 
SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
License  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 


/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  June  9,  2015 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0131 


WHEREAS,  On  September  13,  201 1,  the  Commission  approved  Resolution  No.  11-0156, 
authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to 
execute  contracts  to  implement  the  Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  (BHR)  Program  as 
compensatory  mitigation  habitat  for  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  construction 
projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  Seven  separate  construction  contracts  have  since  been  awarded  under  the 
BHR  Program,  five  of  which  have  extended  vegetation  maintenance  requirements.  Additionally, 
the  WSIP  Vegetation  Restoration  project  will  be  handling  maintenance  and  restoration  efforts  for 
24  WSIP  construction  sites  once  construction  at  each  site  is  substantially  complete;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  13,  2012,  Resolution  No.  12-0211  was  approved,  authorizing 
the  General  Manager  to  execute  Grant  Agreement  CS-289  with  The  Laborers’  Training  and 
Retraining  Trust  Fund  for  Northern  California  (“The  Laborers’”);  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  partnered  with  community-based  organizations,  laborers,  and 
specialized  contractors  to  develop  and  successfully  implement  the  Pilot  BHR  Training  Program; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  seeks  to  continue  supporting  worker  training  for  the  specialized 
work  associated  with  its  capital  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  Partnerships  such  as  those  with  The  Laborers’  allows  the  SFPUC  to  provide 
career  opportunities  with  living  wages  and  benefits  to  workers  on  SFPUC  capital  projects  and 
within  the  organization;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  10,  2015,  the  Commission  approved  Resolution  No.  15-0072 
supporting  the  Gleneagles  Training  Academy;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Gleneagles  Training  Academy  shall  train  workers  in  the  areas  of 
maintenance,  water  conservation,  pest  management,  and  environmental  stewardship;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  costs  will  be  funded  by  the  Water  Enterprise  Workforce  Development, 
“Expansion  of  Pre- Apprenticeship  Pathways”  add-back  funds;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  the  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  CS-289,  Grant 
Agreement  with  The  Laborers’  Training  and  Retraining  Trust  Fund  for  Northern  California;  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment  for  an 
amount  not-to-exceed  $300,000  ($200,000  to  develop  and  implement  the  Gleneagles  Training 
Academy  and  $100,000  to  implement  the  Pilot  BHR  Training  Program),  and  with  a time 
extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $900,000  and  a total 
agreement  duration  of  five  years  and  10  months. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  9,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0132 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  acting  through  its  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC),  entered  into  a professional  services  agreement,  for 
Contract  No.  CS-296E,  Hetch  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program  (HSIP)  Professional  and 
Engineering  Support  Services,  (the  “Agreement”),  in  the  amount  of  $2,500,000,  dated  June  11, 
2013,  with  Shaw  Environment  & Infrastructure  Inc.  (“Shaw”)  to  provide  program  management 
support  services  for  the  HSIP;  and 

WHEREAS,  Shaw  changed  its  name  to  CB&I  Government  Solutions,  Inc.  (hereinafter 
“Assignor”)  on  December  26,  2013,  and  Assignor  assumed  all  obligations  and  liabilities  under 
the  Agreement,  as  evidenced  by  the  documentation  in  Exhibit  B,  and  became  a party  to  the 
Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assignor  desires  to  assign  the  Agreement  and  PMA  Consultants  LLC 
(hereinafter  “Assignee”)  desires  to  assume  the  Agreement,  each  on  the  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  herein;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Assignee  is  currently  a subcontractor  to  the  Assignor  under  the 
Agreement  and  is  only  one  of  two  subcontractors  actively  performing  work  under  the 
Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Assignee  is  the  only  subcontractor  under  the  Agreement  that  can  meet 
the  Prime  Proposer’s  minimum  qualifications  as  set  forth  in  the  original  Request  for  Proposals; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Assignee  is  currently  performing  services  through  an  open  task  order 
that  is  critically  needed  to  expeditiously  complete  Rim  Fire  emergency  projects  and  other  HSIP 
projects,  and  the  HSIP  project  team  has  concluded  that  having  another  consultant  perform  these 
services  will  cause  severe  dismption  to  the  project  schedules  and  budgets;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Agreement  remain  in  full  force  and 
effect;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  these  terms  and  conditions,  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  an  Assignment  and 
Assumption  Agreement  in  a form  approved  by  the  City  Attorney. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  9,  2015. 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  June  23,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-31 65. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPublisher.phD7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Flail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Flays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31,  as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31 .1 6.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31,  contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-plannina.org/index.aspx?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court' 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  June  9,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 


7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Mountain  Tunnel  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  Wastewater  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Update  (How) 

c)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

d)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

8.  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Update  (Kubick) 

9.  BAWSCA  Update  (Sandkulla) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

1 0.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  ECS  Inc.  (ECS)  and  PMA  Consultants  LLC-Dabri  Joint 
Venture  (PMA/Dabri  JV);  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-369.A  and  CS-369.B, 
Program  Scheduling  and  Cost  Control  Staff  Augmentation  Services,  to  ECS  (CS- 
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369. A)  and  PMA/Dabri  JV  (CS-369.B),  in  order  to  provide  program  scheduling  and 
cost  control  services;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  two  professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $4,750,000  and  a duration  of  five  years.  (How) 

b)  Approve  the  selection  of  Amec  Foster  Wheeler/Sonika  JV  (Amec/Sonika),  Black 

& Veatch  Corporation  (BV),  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.  (MWH);  Award  Agreement 
Nos.  CS-391  A-C,  As-Needed  Operations  and  Maintenance  Support  Services  for 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Division,  to  Amec/Sonika  (CS-391  A),  BV  (CS- 
391  B),  and  MWH  (CS-391  C),  to  provide  technical  support  services  on  an  as- 
needed  basis;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute 
three  professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$4,000,000  and  a duration  of  five  years.  (Ritchie) 

c)  Approve  the  selection  of  MWH-AGS  Joint  Venture  (MWH-AGS);  Award 

Agreement  No.  CS-1000,  As-Needed  Green  Infrastructure  Design  and 
Engineering  Services  to  MWH-AGS,  to  provide  specialized  green  infrastructure 
planning,  design,  and  engineering  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement  with  MWH-AGS  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000,  and  with 
a duration  of  four  years.  (How) 

d)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2779, 

College  Hill  Learning  Garden,  in  the  amount  of  $523,400,  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JDB  & Sons  Construction,  to  construct  a 
landscaped  learning  garden  near  the  College  Hill  Reservoir  in  San  Francisco.  This 
action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA, 
pursuant  to  Section  31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(How) 

e)  Accept  work  performed  by  ProVen  Management,  Inc.  for  Contract  No.  WW- 
558R,  As-Needed  Sewer  Cleaning,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1,752,699, 
and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  237  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  eight  months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

(How) 

f)  Accept  work  performed  by  Shaw  Pipeline  for  Contract  No.  WW-585,  1 5th/1 7th/ 

23rd/  44th/47th/Granada/  Meda  and  Oakdale  Avenues  Sewer  Replacement; 
Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $21,839,  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $2,832,992,  and  with  a time  extension  of  128 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  four  months),  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  361  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year);  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (How) 

h 9)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-590,  Bryant 
^ Street  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of 

h $1,851,278,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw 
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Pipelines,  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  San  Francisco. 
The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31 . (Flow) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-602, 

1 7th/33rd/37th/ Julian/Revere  Avenues  & Anderson/Ellsworth/Ingalls/Maple/ 
Moultrie  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,162,725,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipeline,  to  replace  the 
existing  sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  San  Francisco.  The  proposed  action  is 
the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter 
31.  (How) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-603,  As- 
Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  not-to-exceed 
$7,726,050,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  D’Arcy  & 
FHarty  Construction,  to  perform  as-needed  main  sewer  replacement  (manhole  to 
manhole  segments)  on  short  notice  at  locations  to  be  determined  in  San 
Francisco.  The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31 . (Flow) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-612, 

Various  Locations  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the 
amount  of  $4,832,001,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  Precision  Engineering,  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  and  street  pavement 
on  the  subject  streets  in  San  Francisco.  The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval 
Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31 . 

(How) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-617,  As- 
Needed  Sewer  Cleaning  and  Inspection  (FY16),  for  a total  contract  amount  not 
to  exceed  $1,839,350,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  Pipe  and  Plant  Solutions,  Inc.,  to  clean  and  inspect  existing  sewers,  on  an 
as-needed  basis,  at  locations  to  be  determined  throughout  San  Francisco.  The 
proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31 . (How) 

Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  a five-year  revocable  license  to  Sunnyvale  Unified  School  District  to 

use  approximately  24,500  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  152  in  Sunnyvale, 
California,  for  removing  existing  play  equipment  and  installing  and  maintaining  a 
storm  drain,  repaving,  and  restriping,  for  no  use  fee.  (Morelli) 


REGULAR  SESSION 

1 1 . Approve  the  Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  for  existing  contract  No.  CS- 
169,  Planning  and  Engineering  Services,  Central  Bayside  System  Improvement 
Project  and  approve  Modification  No.  1 to  the  Agreement;  and  authorize  the 
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General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  of  the 
existing  Agreement  from  MWH/URS  Joint  Venture  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc., 

subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18;  and 
if  approved,  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Modification 
No.  1 of  the  existing  Agreement  once  assigned  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.  to  adjust 
terms  to  reflect  changes  necessary  due  to  the  Assignment.  (How) 

12.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  several  of  the  Bay  Area’s  largest 
public  water  agencies  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $50,000  to  develop  the  Bay 
Area  Regional  Reliability  Plan  which  will  address  water  supply  reliability  and  drought 
preparedness  on  a mutually  beneficial  and  regionally-focused  basis.  (Ritchie) 

13.  Approve  and  recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  the  conveyance 
of  an  easement  over  an  approximately  3,627  square-foot  portion  of  property  owned 
by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  its  Public  Utilities  Commission,  on 
SFPUC  Parcel  656  to  the  City  of  Modesto;  and  authorize  the  City  Director  of 
Property  to  execute  an  agreement  conveying  the  Easement  to  Modesto  for  the 
fair  market  value  of  $35,000  to  be  paid  by  JWG  McHenry  LLC.  The  Easement 
Area  is  located  in  SFPUC  Parcel  656  near  its  intersection  with  State  Highway  108 
between  Claratina  and  Grecian  Avenues  in  Modesto  (Stanislaus  County  Assessor’s 

Parcel  No.  082-100-003).  (Morelli)  a* 

14.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  separate  agreements  to  provide  a 
Credit  Facility  authorized  under  2002  Proposition  E for  the  Wastewater 
Enterprise  Commercial  Paper  Program  with  Bank  of  America  and  Bank  of  Tokyo- 
Mitsubishi  UFJ,  the  lowest  cost,  responsive  and  responsible  bidders;  and  Authorize 
the  General  Manager,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Controller’s 
Director  of  Public  Finance,  to  extend  the  term  of  the  Reimbursement  or  Liquidity 
Facility  Agreement  with  Bank  of  America  for  an  additional  two  years  on 
substantially  the  same  terms  without  further  approval  of  this  Commission.  The 
agreements  replace  expiring  agreements  and  provide  $150,000,000  in  available 
credit  with  total  annual  costs  not-to-exceed  $600,000  over  the  next  two  years,  and 
provide  savings  of  approximately  $926,000  over  that  time  period.  The  General 
Manager  is  further  authorized  to  select  the  next  lowest  cost,  responsive  and 
responsible  bidder  should  either  of  the  selected  banks  be  unable  to  meet  City 
contracting  requirements  or  if  negotiations  are  otherwise  not  successful. 

(Perl) 

15.  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  amended  rules  and 

regulations  for  administering  Interruptible  Water  Service  during  the  effective 
period  of  the  2015-2016  Drought  Program.  These  rules  and  regulations  are 
applicable  to  existing  and  new  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  to  the 
Interruptible  Service  program.  (Ritchie) 

16.  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City,  a 25-year  lease  to  Mission  Valley  Rock  Co.,  of 
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approximately  199  acres  of  SFPUC  Parcels  No.  62  and  65  in  Sunol,  California  for 
water  use  and  management,  aggregate  conveyance,  overburden  and  fines 
placement,  and  reclamation,  for  a rental  rate  of  $60,000  per  year,  plus  four 
percent  annual  rent  increases.  The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as 
defined  in  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31 . (Ritchie) 

17.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

18.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

19.  Connference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Milstein) 

Unlitiaated  Claim 

Lawrence  LaBianca  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Unlitigated  Claim  No.:  15-02969/Date  Filed  May  13,  2015 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Milstein) 

Unlitiaated  Claim 

James  Neidel,  Francisco  Alfaro,  Jose  Alvarez  v.  CCSF-PUC 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Milstein) 

Existing  Litigation 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v Sunol  Valley  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  RG  14729649 
City  Law  No.:  131321 
Date  Filed:  June  18,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Milstein) 

Anticipated  Litigation  as  Plaintiff 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 


24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER  15-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 


29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

30.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

31 . Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

32.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

33.  Other  new  business. 

34.  Adjournment. 
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Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  June  23,  2015-1 :30  PM  City  Hall,  Room 
400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at  a Regular  Meeting  of 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the  governing  board  of  the  publicly 
owned  utility  operations  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco:  Public  hearing, 
discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  rules  related  to  an  increase  in  the  mandatory 
water  use  reduction  on  irrigation  customers  with  interruptible  water  service  as  part  of  the 
2015-2016  drought  program.  The  water  use  reduction  may  be  more  stringent  than  the 
25  percent  imposed  on  irrigation  customers  with  regular  commercial,  industrial,  and 
general  use  service.  Interruptible  water  service  is  available  to  approximately  1 ,600 
irrigation  accounts.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at  least  72 
hours  before  the  scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC  website  www.sfwater.org.  or  by 
calling  (415)  554-3165 
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MINUTES 

Tuesday,  June  23,  2015 

(As  Approved  on  July  14,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://s3nfrancisco.Qranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php2view  id— 22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:31  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Caen 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  June  9,  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes  of  June  9,  2015: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Ross  Asselstlne  discussed  a concept  for  reduction  of  fresh  water 
consumption  in  San  Francisco  and  provided  written  comments. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

6.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  Mountain  Tunnel  Update 

Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM)  Steve  Ritchie  provided  an  update  on  the 
Mountain  Tunnel  Project.  He  discussed  the  Tunnel  Improvements  schedule, 
noting  three  improvement  areas:  (1)  Adits  and  access  improvements;  (2) 
Inspection  and  repair;  and  (3)  Bypass. 

AGM  Ritchie  reviewed  the  Emergency  Response  Plan  and  responded  to  a 
question  from  Commissioner  Kwon  on  the  Plan  and  timeline.  Mr.  Ritchie 
concluded  with  a review  of  inspection,  repairs,  and  long-term  solutions. 

Public  Comments 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  expressed  her  appreciation  for  the 

presentation.  She  asked  that  the  Commission  adopt  the  schedule  when  it  is 
settled.  She  provided  thoughts  on  the  shutdown  schedule  and  emergency 
plans. 

VP  Vietor  asked  that  a Mountain  Tunnel  schedule  be  presented  to  the 
Commission  for  approval  as  soon  as  possible. 
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b)  Wastewater  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Update 

AGM  Kathy  How  indicated  there  are  nine  active  projects  in  the  Wastewater  CiP, 
with  two  exceeding  the  baseline  for  completion. 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  about  design  choices  that  reflect  the  Triple  Bottom 
Line  (TBL)  and  requested  a report  on  how  the  TBL  is  being  used. 

Drought  Update 

AGM  Ritchie  provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed  current  reservoir  storage 
levels,  noting  levels  have  topped-out.  He  reviewed  cumulative  precipitation; 
snowpack;  total  deliveries;  the  new  water  conservation  campaign;  and  water 
bank  and  storage.  Brief  discussion  ensued  on  water  consumption. 

AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Kwon  regarding  the 
perception  of  drought  as  related  to  high  reservoir  water  levels.  Brief  discussion 
ensued. 

AGM  Ritchie  summarized  State  Water  Board  actions  and  concluded  with  a brief 
summary. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Green  Party/Our  City  San  Francisco,  offered 
thoughts  on  the  desalination  as  related  to  the  drought. 

c)  CCA  Update 

AGM  Barbara  Hale  provided  an  update  on  the  CCA  Implementation  schedule. 

She  noted  the  Program  is  on  schedule  and  that  the  not-to-exceed  rates  have 
been  established.  She  stated  stakeholder  meetings  are  forthcoming.  She 
indicated  RFP  responses  for  meter  data  and  customer  care  are  due  June  25th. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Green  Party/Our  City  San  Francisco/Clean 
Energy  Advocates,  expressed  pleasure  with  the  approval  of  the  Not-to- 
Exceed  rates.  He  discussed  the  potential  PG&E  ballot  measure  and  offered 
thoughts  on  the  stakeholder  engagement  process. 

Ms.  Hale  stated  the  revised  CCA  Implementation  Plan  will  be  provided  to  the 
Commission  on  July  14th  She  discussed  stakeholder  engagement  efforts. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  discussed  build-out  and  CEQA  requirements.  He 
applauded  the  work  of  staff. 

7.  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  (SSIP)  Quarterly  Update 

Ms.  Karen  Kubick,  SSIP  Director,  provided  an  SSIP  update.  She  noted  66  projects 
are  underway  (in  planning,  pre-planning  or  design),  and  discussed  the  program-wide 
status.  Ms.  Kubick  provided  a pre-construction  update  on  the  SEP  New  Headworks 
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(Grit)  Facility  Project;  Central  Bayslde  Improvement  Project  (CBS IP);  Biolsoilds 
Digester  Facilities  Project;  Green  Infrastructure  Early  Implementation  Project  (EIP); 
and  Urban  Watershed  Assessment. 

Director  Kubick  continued  with  a construction  update,  discussing  current  and 
upcoming  projects.  She  reviewed  how  they  measure  the  success  of  Green 
Infrastructure  Projects  (EIP  design  criteria;  EIP  monitoring  tools;  EIP  monitoring 
locations;  on-going  lessons  learned;  and  Cesar  Chavez  streetscape).  Brief 
discussion  ensued  on  Cesar  Chavez  streetscape.  Ms.  Kubick  concluded  by 
discussing  stakeholder  engagements  efforts. 

Ms.  Kubick  introduced  the  new  2015  interns  and  discussed  their  summer  project. 

VP  Vietor  welcomed  the  interns.  Ms.  Kubick  responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor 
regarding  the  low-interest  loans.  She  requested  that  the  rate  savings  be 
communicated  to  ratepayers.  VP  Vietor  asked  that  the  range  of  alternatives  for 
CBSIP  be  explored  and  GM  Kelly  provided  response.  VP  Vietor  asked  about 
shoreline  green  infrastructure  and  sea  level  rise.  GM  Kelly  responded  and  stated 
that  a presentation  regarding  sea  level  rise  could  be  provided  to  the  Commission  at 
a future  date. 

Public  Comments 

• D.J.  Bookter  Young  Community  Developers  discussed  their  partnership  with  the 
SSIP  internship  program.  Fie  introduced  Ms.  Elisha  (inaudible)  who  informed  the 
Commission  of  the  Beautifying  the  Bay-View  event  on  July  24th. 

8.  BAWSCA  Update 

Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  discussed  a meeting  she  attended  with  Governor 
Brown,  San  Jose  Mayor  Sam  Liccardo,  Steve  Ritchie,  Bay  Area  public  officials,  and 
water  leaders  regarding  the  drought  and  conservation.  She  discussed  the  SFPUC 
10-Year  CIP  and  the  State  of  the  Regional  Water  System  Report. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Calendar  Items. 

9.  CONSENT  CALENDAR 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  ECS  Inc.  (ECS)  and  PMA  Consultants  LLC-Dabri  Joint 
Venture  (PMA/Dabri  JV);  Award  Agreement  Nos.  CS-369.A  and  CS-369.B. 
Program  Scheduling  and  Cost  Control  Staff  Augmentation  Services,  to  ECS  (CS- 
369.A)  and  PMA/Dabri  JV  (CS-369.B),  in  order  to  provide  program  scheduling  and 
cost  control  services;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  two  professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $4,750,000  and  a duration  of  five  years.  (Resolution  15-0135) 
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b)  Approve  the  selection  of  Amec  Foster  Wheeler/Sonika  JV  (Amec/Sonika),  Black  & 
Veatch  Corporation  (BV).  and  MWH  Americas.  Inc.  (MWH):  Award  Agreement 
Nos.  CS-391  A-C,  As-Needed  Operations  and  Maintenance  Support  Services  for 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Division,  to  Amec/Sonika  (CS-391A),  BV  (CS- 
391 B).  and  MWH  (CS-391  C),  to  provide  technical  support  services  on  an  as- 
needed  basis;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  three 
professional  services  agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000 
and  a duration  of  five  years.  (Resolution  15-0136) 

c)  Approve  the  selection  of  MWH-AGS  Joint  Venture  (MWH-AGS);  Award 
Agreement  No.  CS-1000.  As-Needed  Green  Infrastructure  Design  and 
Engineering  Services  to  MWH-AGS.  to  provide  specialized  green  infrastructure 
planning,  design,  and  engineering  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement 
with  MWH-AGS  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000.  and  with  a duration  of 
four  years.  (Resolution  15-0137) 

d)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2779,  College 
Hill  Learning  Garden,  in  the  amount  of  $523.400.  to  the  lowest,  Qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  JDB  & Sons  Construction,  to  construct  a 
landscaped  learning  garden  near  the  College  Hill  Reservoir  in  San  Francisco.  This 
action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA, 
pursuant  to  Section  31. 04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 
(Resolution  15-0138) 

e)  Accept  work  performed  bv  ProVen  Management,  Inc,  for  Contract  No.  WW-558R, 
As-Needed  Sewer  Cleaning,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1 ,752,699,  and  with  a 
total  contract  duration  of  237  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0139) 

f)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Shaw  Pipeline  for  Contract  No.  WW-585,  1 5th/1 7th/ 
23rd/  44th/47th/Granada/  Meda  and  Oakdale  Avenues  Sewer  Replacement; 
Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  bv  $21,839,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  S2.832.992.  and  with  a time  extension  of  128  consecutive 
calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  361  consecutive  calendar  days);  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0140) 

g)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-590,  Bryant 
Street  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of 
$1.851.278.  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw 
Pipelines,  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  San  Francisco. 
The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code.  Chapter  31.  (Resolution  15-0141) 

h)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  VWV-602, 

1 7th/33rd/37th/  Julian/Revere  Avenues  & Anderson/Ellsworth/Ingalls/Maple/ 
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Moultrie  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,162,725,  to  the  lowest. 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Shaw  Pipeline,  to  replace  the 
existing  sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  San  Francisco.  The  proposed  action  is 
the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter 

31 . (Resolution  15-0142) 

i)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-603,  As- 
Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  not-to-exceed 
$7,726,050.  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  D’Arcv  & 
Harty  Construction,  to  perform  as-needed  main  sewer  replacement  (manhole  to 
manhole  segments)  on  short  notice  at  locations  to  be  determined  in  San 
Francisco.  The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code.  Chapter  31 . (Resolution  15-01431 

j)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No,  WW-612.  Various 
Locations  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of 
$4,832,001,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Precision 
Engineering,  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  and  street  pavement  on  the  subject 
streets  in  San  Francisco.  The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in 
the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  Chapter  31 . (Resolution  15-01441 

k)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  VWV-617.  As- 
Needed  Sewer  Cleaning  and  Inspection  (FY16L  for  a total  contract  amount  not  to 
exceed  $1,839,350,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder. 
Pipe  and  Plant  Solutions,  Inc.,  to  clean  and  inspect  existing  sewers,  on  an  as- 
needed  basis,  at  locations  to  be  determined  throughout  San  Francisco.  The 
proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31.  (Resolution  15-01451 

l)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a five-year  revocable  license  to  Sunnyvale  Unified  School  District  to  use 
approximately  24,500  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  1 52  in  Sunnwale,  California, 
for  removing  existing  play  equipment  and  installing  and  maintaining  a storm  drain, 
repaving,  and  restripinq.  for  no  use  fee.  (Resolution  15-01461 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  Items  10a  through  101: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

Vice  President  Vietor  stated  that  item  1 1 was  continued  to  July  14th. 

11-  Approve  the  Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  for  existing  contract  No,  CS-169. 

Planning  and  Engineering  Services,  Central  Bayside  System  Improvement  Project 

and  approve  Modification  No.  1 to  the  Agreement:  and  authorize  the  General 
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Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  of  the  existing 
Agreement  from  MWH/URS  Joint  Venture  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  subject  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.118;  and  if  approved, 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Modification  No.  1 of  the 
existing  Agreement  once  assigned  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc,  to  adjust  terms  to  reflect 
changes  necessary  due  to  the  Assignment. 

12.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  several  of  the  Bay  Area’s  largest 
public  water  agencies  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $50,000  to  develop  the  Bay  Area 
Regional  Reliability  Plan  which  will  address  water  supply  reliability  and  drought 
preparedness  on  a mutually  beneficial  and  regionally-focused  basis.  (Resolution  15: 
0147) 

Commissioner  Moran  requested  a map  showing  the  regional  projects.  In  response  to 
a question  from  VP  Vietor,  AGM  Ritchie  stated  the  plan  would  be  completed  in 
approximately  one  year.  She  requested  regular  updates. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  12: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

Vice  President  Vietor  stated  that  item  13  was  continued  to  July  14th. 

13.  Approve  and  recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  the  conveyance  of 
an  easement  over  an  approximately  3,627  square-foot  portion  of  property  owned  by 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  its  Public  Utilities  Commission,  on 
SFPUC  Parcel  656  to  the  City  of  Modesto:  and  authorize  the  City  Director  of 
Property  to  execute  an  agreement  conveying  the  Easement  to  Modesto  for  the  fair 
market  value  of  $35.000  to  be  paid  bv  JWG  McHenry  LLC.  The  Easement  Area  is 
located  in  SFPUC  Parcel  656  near  its  intersection  with  State  Highway  108  between 
Claratina  and  Grecian  Avenues  in  Modesto  (Stanislaus  County  Assessor  s Parcel 
No.  082-100-003). 


14.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  separate  agreements  to  provide_a 
Credit  Facility  authorized  under  2002  Proposition  E for  the  Wastewater  Enterprise 
Commercial  Paper  Program  with  Bank  of  America  and  Bank  of  Tokyo-Mitsubish] 
UFJ.  the  lowest  cost,  responsive  and  responsible  bidders;  and  Authorize  (he 
General  Manager,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Controllers  Director 
of  Public  Finance,  to  extend  the  term  of  the  Reimbursement  or  Liquidity  Facility 
Agreement  with  Bank  of  America  for  an  additional  two  years  on  substantially  the 
same  terms  without  further  approval  of  this  Commission.  The  agreements  replace 
expiring  agreements  and  provide  $150,000,000  in  available  credit  with  total  annual 
costs  not-to-exceed  £600.000  over  the  next  two  years,  and  provide  savings  of 
approximately  $926,000  over  that  time  period.  The  General  Manager  is  further 
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authorized  to  select  the  next  lowest  cost,  responsive  and  responsible  bidder  should 
either  of  the  selected  banks  be  unable  to  meet  City  contracting  requirements  or  if 
negotiations  are  otherwise  not  successful.  (Resolution  15-0148) 

Mr.  Charles  Perl,  Interim  CFO,  stated  a revised  version  of  the  agenda  Item,  which 
removed  duplicate  pages,  was  provided  to  the  Commission.  He  stated  the  two  new 
agreements  will  replace  expiring  agreements.  He  reviewed  the  key  terms,  stating 
$926k  will  be  saved  over  the  next  two  years  and  discussed  the  proposed  Forms  of 
Agreements.  He  stated  the  item  includes  providing  the  GM  with  the  authority  to 
extend  the  Bank  of  America  agreement  for  up  to  an  additional  two  years. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  14: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None 

15-  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  amended  rules  and 
regulations  for  administering  Interruptible  Water  Service  during  the  effective  period 
of  the  2015-2016  Drought  Program.  These  rules  and  regulations  are  applicable  to 
existing  and  new  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  to  the  Interruptible  Service 
program.  (Resolution  15-0149) 

AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item.  He  suggested  bumping-up  the  excess  use  charge 
for  non-performers.  Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  he  preferred  that  the  levels 
remain  as  presented.  GM  Kelly  provided  additional  thoughts. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  15  (as  presented): 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

1 6-  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City,  a 25-vear  lease  to  Mission  Valiev  Rock  Co.,  of 
approximately  199  acres  of  SFPUC  Parcels  No,  62  and  65  in  Sunol,  California  for 
water  use  and  management,  aggregate  conveyance,  overburden  and  fines 
placement,  and  reclamation,  for  a rental  rate  of  $60,000  per  year,  plus  four  percent 
annual  rent  increases.  The  proposed  action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31.  (Resolution  15-01501 

AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item  and  reviewed  a map  of  the  lease  area,  and 
recommended  approval.  VP  Vietor,  and  Commissioners  Moran  and  Kwon  stated 
their  previous  questions  had  been  adequately  answered. 
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On  Motion  to  approve  Item  16: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 


17.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

18.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  Assert: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items. 

VP  Vietor  requested  a motion  to  recuse  Commissioner  Courtney  from  hearing  and 
voting  on  Closed  Session  items  19  and  20  due  to  a conflict. 

On  Motion  to  Recuse  Commissioner  Courtney: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3: 1 1 PM. 

19.  Connference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Lawrence  LaBianca  vs.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Unlitiqated  Claim  No.:  15-02969/Date  Filed  May  13,  2015 
(Resolution  15-0151) 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

James  Neidel,  Francisco  Alfaro.  Jose  Alvarez  v.  CCSF-PUC 
(Resolution  15-0152) 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v Sunol  Valley  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  RG  14729649 
City  Law  No.:  131321/Date  Filed:  June  18,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 
Anticipated  Litigation  as  Plaintiff 
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23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  y.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10.  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER15-702-Q00/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
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§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

30.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67,10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  3:20  PM. 

31.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

VP  Vietor  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  19  and  20,  and  no 
other  action  was  taken. 

32.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  Not  to  Disclose: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

33.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

34.  Adjournment. 

VP  Vietor  adjourned  the  meeting  at  3:21  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0135 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  requires 
construction  management  expertise  to  manage  upcoming  SFPUC  construction  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  Program  Controls 
Consultants  to  provide  specialized  program/project  scheduling,  Critical  Path  Method  (CPM) 
scheduling,  forecasting,  change  control,  cost  control,  cost  estimating,  Primavera-based  Program 
Control  system  administration  and  integration  for  capital  improvement  projects  to  supplement 
SFPUC  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  not  to  exceed  $4,750,000  per  agreement, 
with  a cumulative  total  of  $9,500,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  July  2015  and  end  in  July  2020,  for  a 
not-to-exceed  duration  of  five  years  per  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  for  these  services  was  advertised  on  January  29, 
2015; and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  determination  that  ECS,  Inc.  (ECS),  and  PMA  Consultants  LLC-Dabri 
Joint  Venture  (PMA/Dabri  JV)  as  the  two  highest  ranked  consulting  firms;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  sub-consulting  goal  of  16%  Local  Business  Enterprise  participation 
(of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  these  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  these  agreements  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreements  from  individual  projects;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  ECS  and 
PMA/Dabri  JV;  awards  project-funded  Agreement  Nos.  CS-369.A  and  CS-369.B,  Program 
Scheduling  and  Cost  Control  Staff  Augmentation  Services,  to  ECS  (CS-396.A)  and  PMA/Dabri 
JV  (CS-396.B),  in  order  to  provide  program  controls  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  two  professional  services 
agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,750,000  and  a duration  of  five  years;  or,  in 
the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0136 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  requires  technical 
expertise  in  the  areas  of  water  supply,  storage,  and  transport  services;  water  quality  services; 
power  services;  and  water  and  wastewater  treatment  services  to  assist  with  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
and  Power  (HHWP)  operations  and  maintenance;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  consultants  to  provide 
technical  support  services  and  augment  HHWP  staff  on  an  as-needed  basis  for  water  supply, 
storage,  and  transport  services,  water  quality  services,  power  services,  water  and  wastewater 
treatment  services,  and  operations  and  maintenance  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000  per  agreement, 
with  a cumulative  total  of  $12,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  July  2015  and  end  in  July  2020,  for  a 
not-to-exceed  duration  of  five  years  per  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  (RFP)  for  these  services  was  advertised  on 
February  26,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  determination  that  Amec  Foster  Wheeler/Sonika  JV  (Amec/Sonika), 
Black  & Veatch  Corporation  (BV),  and  MWH  Americas,  Inc.  (MWH)  as  the  sole  responsive  and 
responsible  bidders;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  sub-consulting  goal  of  18%  Local  Business  Enterprise  participation 
(of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  these  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  these  agreements  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreements  from  individual  projects;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  seleetion  of  Amec/Sonika,  BV, 
and  MWH;  awards  project-funded  Agreement  Nos.  CS-391.A-C,  As-Needed  Operations  and 
Maintenance  Support  Services  for  HHWP,  to  Amec/Sonika  (CS-391.A),  BV  (CS-391.B),  and 
MWH  (CS-39EC),  to  provide  technical  support  services  on  an  as-needed  basis;  and  authorizes 
the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  three  professional  services 
agreements,  each  with  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000  and  a duration  of  five  years;  or,  in 
the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  re-advertise 
and  re-select  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0137 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  Wastewater 
Enterprise  staff  requires  assistance  with  specialized  green  infrastructure  planning,  design,  and 
engineering  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  green  infrastmcture 
consultants  to  provide  specialized  green  infrastructure  planning,  design,  and  engineering  services 
to  supplement  SFPUC  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $2,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  July  2015  and  end  in  July  2019,  for  a 
not-to-exceed  agreement  duration  of  four  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  for  these  services  was  advertised  on  April  13, 
2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  MWH-AGS  Joint  Venture  (MWH-AGS)  as  the  highest 
ranked  consulting  firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subconsulting  goal  of  10%  Local  Business  Enterprise  participation 
(of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  the  Wastewater  Enterprise’s  Project  No.  CWWSIPFCDB06  - Upper  Yosemite 
Creek;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  MWH-AGS; 
awards  Wastewater  Enterprise,  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Agreement  No. 
CS-1000,  As-Needed  Green  Infrastructure  Design  and  Engineering  Services  to  MWH-AGS,  to 
provide  specialized  green  infrastructure  planning,  design,  and  engineering  services  on  an  as- 
needed  basis;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  with  MWH-AGS  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000,  and 
with  a duration  of  four  years,  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements 
are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  the  next  highest 
ranked  proposer. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0138 


WHEREAS,  Contract  No.  WD-2779,  College  Hill  Learning  Garden,  was  advertised  on 
April  16,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $446,000  for  this  this  construction  contract  work 
to  construct  a landscaped  learning  garden  near  the  College  Hill  Reservoir  in  San  Francisco,  CA; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  84  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project  College  Hill  Learning  Garden  is  categorically  exempt  as  a Class  3 
(e):  New  Construction  or  Conversion  of  Small  Structures  under  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  Four  (4)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  21,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  JDB  & Sons  Construction  as 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  16%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  21.6%  within  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  costs  will  be  funded  by  Water  Enterprise,  Power  Enterprise, 
Community  Benefits,  and  Low  Impact  Design/Urban  Agriculture  Wastewater  Enterprise  add- 
back  funds;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  Contract  No.  WD-2779,  College  Hill  Learning  Garden,  in  the  amount  of  $523,400,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JDB  & Sons  Construction. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


ecretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0139 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE), 
Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-558R,  As-Needed  Sewer 
Cleaning,  by  the  contractor,  ProVen  Management,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  23,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0058,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-558R,  As-Needed  Sewer  Cleaning,  in  the  amount  of  $1,594,500,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  ProVen  Management,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  19, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  546  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  237  consecutive  calendar  days  on  April  12,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $1,594,500  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  546  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $59,262  to  clean  an  existing  sewer 
structure  near  the  intersection  of  Cesar  Chavez/Hampshire  Streets  and  Highway  101  Interchange, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $1,653,262;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  for  $99,562  to  increase  the  quantity  for  Bid 
Item  #6  by  134  cubic  yards  to  match  actual  quantities  being  utilized,  increasing  the  contract 
amount  to  $1,752,874;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 was  issued  for  ($625)  to  account  for  actual  costs  of  labor 
and  materials  required  to  complete  contract  work  under  bid  item  allowances,  decreasing  the 
contract  amount  to  $1,752,699;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  determined  that  the  contractor  made  a 
good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
12.23%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  10.91%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS66,  As-Needed  Sewer 
Cleaning;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  ProVen 
Management,  Inc.  for  WWE,  R&R  Program- funded  Contract  No.  WW-558R,  As-Needed  Sewer 
Cleaning,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1,752,699,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  237 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0140 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R) 
Program- funded  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Contract  No.  WW-585,  15th/ 17th/ 
23rd/44th/47th/Granada/Meda  and  Oakdale  Avenues  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the  contractor, 
Shaw  Pipeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  10,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0188,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  WW-585,  15th/17th/23rd/44th/47th/Granada/Meda  and  Oakdale  Avenues 
Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $2,634,535,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  February  18, 
2014,  with  an  original  schedule  of  212  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  361  consecutive  calendar  days  on  February  13,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,634,535  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  212  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $176,618  to  perform  emergency  sewer 
replacement  work  on  Madrid  Street  from  Amazon  Avenue  to  Italy  Avenue,  increasing  the 
contract  amount  to  $2,811,153,  and  extending  the  contract  duration  by  21  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 (Final)  is  being  requested  for  $21,839  to  account  for 
actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  contract  work  under  bid  item  allowances, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $2,832,992,  and  extending  the  contract  duration  by  128 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  determined  that  the 
contractor  made  a good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subcontracting  goal  of  16%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  16.43%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS89,  15th/17th/23rd/44th/ 
47th/Granada/Meda  and  Oakdale  Avenues  Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  WWE,  R&R 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-585,  15th/17th/23rd/44th/47th/Granada/Meda  and  Oakdale 
Avenues  Sewer  Replacement,  approves  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by 
$21,839,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $2,832,992,  and  with  a time  extension  of  128  consecutive 
calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  361  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final 
payment  to  the  contractor,  Shaw  Pipeline. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0141 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  and 
Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW- 
590,  Bryant  Street  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation  was  advertised  on  April  29 
2015; and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $1,691,31 1 for  this  construction  contract  work  to 
replace  the  existing  sewers  and  street  pavement  on  the  subject  streets  in  the  City  of  San 
Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  93  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  23,  2015  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that  the 
project  is  statutorily  exempt  under  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080.21  for  subsurface 
pipelines  and  appurtenances  less  than  a mile  in  length;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  (2)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  28,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Shaw  Pipelines  as  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  15%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  40.48%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  WWE  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSB5,  Bryant 
Street  Sewer  Replacement  and  DPW  Project  No.  CPWHUT1571,  Bryant  Street  Pavement 
Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R  and  DPW  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-590, 
Bryant  Street  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of  $1,851,278,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipelines. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0142 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R),  Water 
Enterprise  Local  Conveyance/Distribution  System  and  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW) 
Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-602,  17th/33rd/37th/Julian/Revere 
Avenues  & Anderson/  Ellsworth/Ingalls/Maple/Moultrie  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  was 
advertised  on  April  10,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $2,923,135  for  this  construction  contract  work  to 
replace  the  existing  sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  390  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that  this  project  is  statutorily 
exempt  from  CEQA  under  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080.21;  and 

WHEREAS,  Four  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  7,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Shaw  Pipeline  as  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  15%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  15.04%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  WWE  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSC1, 
17th/33rd/37th/Julian/Revere  Avenues  & Anderson/Ellsworth/Ingalls/Maple/Moultrie  Sewer 
Replacement,  PUC  Water  Enterprise  Project  No.  CUW280,  37th  Avenue  and  Vicente  Street 
Water  Main  Installation  and  DPW  Project  No.  CPWTRN1521,  Washington/Maple  Streets 
Pavement  Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R,  Water  Enterprise  Local  Conveyance/Distribution  System,  and  DPW 
Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-602,  17th/33rd/37th/Julian/Revere 
Avenues  & Anderson/Ellsworth/Ingalls/  Maple/Moultrie  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $3,162,725,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw 
Pipeline. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


f\ 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0143 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R) 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-603,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  was  advertised 
on  May  1,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $8,474,650  for  this  construction  contract  work  to 
perform  as-needed  main  sewer  replacement  (manhole  to  manhole  segments)  on  short  notice  at 
locations  to  be  determined  in  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  (or  the  “Construction  Period”  in  the  case  of  an  As- 
Needed  Contract)  is  760  consecutive  calendar  days  from  Notice-to-Proceed;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  30,  2013  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that 
implementation  of  specific  projects  under  an  as-needed  contract  less  than  one  mile  in  length 
would  be  statutorily  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  Public  Resources  Code  Section 
21080; and 

WHEREAS,  Four  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  28,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  D’Arcy  & Harty  Construction 
as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  16%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  17.4%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSB8,  As-Needed  Main 
Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-603,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer 
Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  not-to-exceed  $7,726,050,  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  D’Arcy  & Harty  Construction. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0144 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  and 
Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW- 
612,  Various  Locations  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation  was  advertised  on  April 
14, 2015; and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $5,189,177  for  this  construction  contract  work  to 
replace  the  existing  sewers  on  the  subject  streets  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  500  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  is  categorically  exempt  under  CEQA  Section  15302,  Class  2 
(Replacement  or  Reconstruction).  Class  2,  Subsection  (d)  and  under  Planning  Commission 
Resolution  Number  14952,  Adopted  August  17,  2000,  under  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15302 
(Replacement  or  Reconstruction),  Subsection  (c)  which  normally  involves  negligible  or  no 
expansion  of  capacity,  "sewers  are  an  exception  to  this  rule  where  the  size  increase  is  solely  for 
the  puipose  of  carrying  storm  water  runoff  in  order  to  prevent  flooding  in  the  immediate  area; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Three  (3)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  14,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Precision  Engineering  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  20%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  20.23%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  PUC  WWE  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSC5,  Various 
Locations  Sewer  Replacement  and  DPW  Project  No.  CPWTRN,  Various  Locations  Pavement 
Renovation;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R  and  DPW  Pavement  Renovation  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-612, 
Various  Locations  Sewer  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation,  in  the  amount  of  $4,832,001, 
to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Precision  Engineering. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0145 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R) 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-617,  As-Needed  Sewer  Cleaning  and  Inspection  (FY16)  was 
advertised  on  March  23,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $2,128,850  for  this  construction  contract  work  to 
clean  and  inspect  existing  sewers,  on  an  as-needed  basis,  at  locations  to  be  determined 
throughout  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  (or  as  the  “Construction  Period”  in  the  case  of  an  As- 
Needed  Contract)  is  546  consecutive  calendar  days  from  Notice-to-Proceed;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  30,  2013,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that 
implementation  of  specific  projects  less  than  one  mile  in  length  under  an  as-needed  contract 
would  be  statutorily  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  Public  Resources  Code  Section 
21080; and 

WHEREAS,  Two  (2)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  April  23,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Pipe  and  Plant  Solutions,  Inc. 
as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  10%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  13.6%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSC7,  As-Needed  Sewer 
Cleaning  and  Inspection  (FY16);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications,  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-617,  As-Needed  Sewer  Cleaning  and 
Inspection  (FY16),  for  a total  contract  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,839,350,  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Pipe  and  Plant  Solutions,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0146 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  on 
SFPUC  Parcel  152  in  Sunnyvale,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Sunnyvale  Unified  School  District  (Licensee)  has  used  a portion  of 
SFPUC  Parcel  152  (Premises)  as  a school  yard  for  its  Lakewood  Elementary  School  located  at 
750  Lakechime  Drive  in  Sunnyvale  under  an  SFPUC  permit  issued  in  1958;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  permit  terms  are  outdated  and  the  SFPUC  desires  to  modernize  its 
agreement  with  Licensee;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  desires  to  obtain  a license  (License)  to  maintain  the  existing  school 
yard,  remove  the  existing  play  equipment,  install  and  maintain  a storm  drain,  and  repave  and 
restripe  the  school  yard  on  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  the  License;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  adopted  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines  on  January  13,  2015, 
which  provide  that  the  SFPUC  may  issue  a revocable  license  with  no  use  fee  to  a public  agency 
if  the  license  benefits  the  SFPUC’ s primary  utility  purpose;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  is  a public  agency  under  Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real  Estate 
Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  License  benefits  the  SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose  by  eliminating 
maintenance  costs  for  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  reviewed  the  actions  to  be  carried  out  under  the  requested 
license  and  has  determined  that  the  effects  of  SFPUC’s  issuance  of  the  license  are  within  the 
scope  of  the  Licensee’s  2014  project  approval  and  issuance  and  filing  of  the  Notice  of 
Exemption  (NOE).  The  approval  of  the  requested  license  by  this  Commission  would  not  alter  the 
previously-approved  operations  and  would  establish  a 5 year  license  term  for  the  use  of  SFPUC 
Parcel  Number  152  by  the  Licensee.  SFPUC  finds  that  the  Licensee’s  2014  motion  approving  the 
Lakewood  Elementary  School  Infrastructure  & Programming  Upgrades  (LESIPU)  project  and 
NOE  are  adequate  for  SFPUC’s  use  in  approving  the  requested  revocable  license.  The  2014 
Licensee’s  approval  motion,  NOE  and  other  materials  that  are  part  of  the  record  of  this  license 
application  are  available  for  public  review  at  the  SFPUC  offices,  Real  Estate  Services  Division, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  8th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  which  is  the  custodian  of  records  for  the 
Lease  approval;  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  the  Licensee  approved  the  LESIPU  and  issued  and  filed  the  2014 
NOE,  there  have  been  no  substantial  changes  in  operations  of  the  use  of  SFPUC  Parcel  Number 
152  or  changes  in  circumstances  that  would  result  in  new  significant  environmental  effects,  and 
there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the  conclusions  set  forth 
in  the  NOE;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Licensee’s  NOE  identified  no  significant  impacts  from  the 
implementation  of  the  proposed  LESIPU  which  would  require  the  adoption  of  mitigation 
measures  to  reduce  impacts  to  a less-than-significant  level;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or  responsibility  with  respect  to  the 
implementation  of  measures  or  conditions  of  approval,  which  are  wholly  within  the 
responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  the  Licensee,  other  than  the  SFPUC  authorization,  at  the  Project 
Sponsor’s  request,  to  approve  the  revocable  license  to  enable  the  Project  Sponsor  to  implement 
the  Lakewood  Elementary  School  Infrastructure  and  Programming  Upgrades  on  the  leased  land 
as  permitted  under  the  terms  of  the  requested  license;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  that  the  License  benefits  the  SFPUC’ s 
primary  utility  purpose  and  is  issued  to  a public  agency  under  Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real 
Estate  Guidelines,  and  will  be  issued  with  no  use  fee;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the 
SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
License  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0147 


WHEREAS,  The  Alameda  County  Water  District,  Bay  Area  Water  Supply  and 
Conservation  Agency,  Contra  Costa  Water  District,  East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District,  Marin 
Municipal  Water  District,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC),  Santa  Clara 
Valley  Water  District,  and  Zone  7 Water  Agency  (referred  to  collectively  as  the  “Parties”)  own 
and  operate  independent  water  systems  that  collectively  serve  the  needs  of  over  6 million 
residents  and  businesses  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Region;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Parties  recognize  that  integrated  utilization  of  capacity  in  existing 
infrastructure  and  new  interconnections  or  facilities  may  provide  water  supply  reliability  and/or 
water  quality  benefits  to  multiple  agencies  or  other  regional  partners  and  the  public  we  all  serve; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  approved  a set  of  foundational  principles  related  to 
Regional  Reliability  on  May  27,  2014  and  the  other  Parties  have  similarly  adopted  the  guiding 
principles;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  such  time  that  specific  projects  are  identified,  they  will  be  subject  to 
environmental  review  under  CEQA;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $50,000  to  the  SFPUC,  with  the  costs 
being  shared  equally  by  each  Party;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  July  2015  and  end  in  December  2018 
and  the  total  duration  of  this  agreement  is  30  months;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  Project  No.  PUW502  - Water  Resource  Planning  and  Development;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the 
Alameda  County  Water  District,  Contra  Costa  Water  District,  Bay  Area  Water  Supply  and 
Conservation  Agency,  East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District,  Marin  Municipal  Water  District,  the 
Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District,  and  Zone  7 Water  Agency  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$50,000,  and  with  a total  duration  of  thirty  (30)  months. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  14-0148 


WHEREAS,  On  November  5,  2002,  the  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(the  “City”)  approved  Proposition  E,  which  among  other  things,  authorized  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (the  “Commission”)  to  issue  indebtedness,  including  revenue  bonds, 
notes,  commercial  paper  or  other  forms  of  indebtedness,  when  authorized  by  ordinance  approved 
by  a two-thirds  vote  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  (the  “Board”),  for  the  purpose  of 
reconstructing,  replacing,  expanding,  repairing  or  improving  wastewater  facilities  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  (the  “Wastewater  Enterprise”);  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  43.5  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  enacted 
by  Ordinance  No  203-98  adopted  by  the  Board  on  June  8,  1998,  and  signed  by  the  Mayor  on 
June  19,  1998,  the  Board  established  a procedure  pursuant  to  which  the  Commission  may  issue 
short-term  indebtedness,  including  the  issuance  of  commercial  paper  (“Commercial  Paper”)  in 
anticipation  of  the  issuance  of  its  revenue  bonds;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  Section  8B.124  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  (the  “Charter”),  the  Board’s 
authority  to  authorize  an  issuance  of  debt  under  Proposition  E is  subject  to  its  receipt  of  a 
certification  from  an  independent  engineer  that  (i)  the  projects  to  be  financed  by  such  debt  meet 
utility  standards  and  (ii)  estimated  net  revenue  will  be  sufficient  to  meet  operating,  maintenance, 
debt  service  coverage  and  other  indenture  or  resolution  requirements  (the  “Engineer 
Certification”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board’s  authority  to  authorize  an  issuance  of  debt  under  Proposition  E 
is  also  subject  to  its  receipt  of  a certification  from  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  that 
facilities  financed  with  such  debt  will  comply  with  applicable  requirements  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (together  with  the  Engineer  Certification,  the  “Proposition  E 
Certificates”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  (Resolution  No.  06-0164)  and  the  Board  (Ordinance  No. 
266-06)  have  previously  authorized  the  issuance  of  commercial  paper  notes  for  the  Wastewater 
Enterprise  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $150,000,000  against  Proposition  E 
authorization;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  27,  2010,  Commission  Resolution  10-0114  established  Levels  of 
Service  Goals  for  the  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  Goals,  which  anticipates  the  issuance 
of  more  than  $4  billion  dollars  of  revenue  bonds  over  the  upcoming  decade;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  11-0197,  adopted  by  the  Commission  on 
December  13,  201 1 and  Ordinance  No.  91-12  adopted  by  the  Board  on  May  1,  2012  and  signed 
by  the  Mayor  on  May  14,  2012,  the  Commission  increased  the  authorization  of  the  commercial 
paper  program  from  $150,000,000  to  $300,000,000  to  provide  short-term  financing  for  the  costs 


of  capital  improvements,  capitalized  interest  and  related  costs  for  improvements,  betterments  and 
additions  to  the  Wastewater  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  14-0139,  adopted  by  the  Commission  on  August 
26,  2014  and  Resolution  No.  378-14  adopted  by  the  Board  on  September  30,2014  and  signed  by 
the  Mayor  on  October  9,  2014,  the  Commission  increased  the  authorization  of  the  commercial 
paper  program  from  $300,000,000  to  $500,000,000  to  provide  short-term  financing  for  the  costs 
of  capital  improvements,  capitalized  interest  and  related  costs  for  improvements,  betterments  and 
additions  to  the  Wastewater  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  provide  support  for  the  issuance  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Commission  of  its  Commercial  Paper  Notes,  the  Commission  has  previously  entered  into 
reimbursement  agreements  or  other  credit  support  agreements  with  certain  commercial  banks  to 
provide  letters  of  credit  or  other  credit  support  for  the  Commercial  Paper  Notes;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  credit  support  agreements  or  letters  of  credit  supporting  the 
Commercial  Paper  Notes  expire  by  their  terms  on  July  10,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  authorized,  executed  and  delivered  certain  Issuing  and 
Paying  Agent  Agreements,  each  dated  as  of  July  1,  2012,  with  U.S.  Bank  National  Association, 
as  issuing  and  paying  agent  thereunder,  pursuant  to  which  the  Commission  has  caused  the 
issuance  of  its  Commercial  Paper  Notes;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  and  desirable  to  make 
certain  additional  improvements  to  the  facilities  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  (the 
“Improvements”),  and  has  further  determined  to  finance  the  Improvements  through  the  issuance 
of  wastewater  revenue  bonds,  and  in  anticipation  of  the  issuance  of  such  wastewater  revenue 
bonds,  through  the  use  of  the  Commission’s  commercial  paper  program  and  the  issuance  and 
reissuance  of  its  Commercial  Paper  Notes  from  time  to  time;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  connection  with  the  commercial  paper  program  the  Commission,  among 
other  matters,  entered  into  that  Revolving  Credit  and  Term  Loan  Agreement  (the  “Original 
Credit  Agreement),  dated  July  1,  2012,  by  and  between  the  Commission  and  The  Bank  of 
Tokyo-Mitsubishi,  UFJ,  LTD.,  acting  through  its  New  York  Branch  (“Bank  of  Tokyo”),  and  the 
Commission  has  determined  to  extend  the  expiration  date  of  such  agreement  to  such  period 
indicated  in  the  First  Amendment  to  Revolving  Credit  and  Term  Loan  Agreement  (the  “First 
Amendment  to  Credit  Agreement”  and  together  with  the  Original  Credit  Agreement  the  “Credit 
Agreement"),  dated  as  of  July  1,  2015,  between  the  Commission  and  Bank  of  Tokyo  and 
determine  other  matters  in  connection  therewith;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  support  the  issuance  of  additional  commercial  paper  notes,  the 
Commission  has  also  determined  to  enter  into  a reimbursement  agreement  (the  “Reimbursement 
Agreement”),  dated  as  of  July  1,  2015  with  Bank  of  America,  N.  A.  ( “Bank  of  America”) 
pursuant  to  which  Bank  of  America  will  issue  its  direct-pay  letter  of  credit  (the  “Letter  of 
Credit”)  in  an  original  stated  amount  not  to  exceed  $81,657,535  (representing  a principal  amount 
of  $75,000,000  plus  an  amount  equal  to  270  days  interest  on  such  principal  amount  at  a rate  of 


twelve  percent  (12%)  computed  on  a basis  of  a 365  day  year),  as  additional  credit  support  for  the 
payment  when  due  of  the  Commercial  Paper  Notes;  and 

WHEREAS,  Certificates  meeting  the  Proposition  E requirements  are  on  file  with  the 
Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No.  061298  and  is  part  of  Ordinance  No.  266-06,  and  revised 
Proposition  E Certificates  describing  additional  improvements  to  the  facilities  of  the  Wastewater 
Enterprise  will  be  prepared  and  filed  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  accordance  with 
Proposition  E;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  reasonably  expects  to  reimburse  certain  capital 
expenditures  incurred  prior  to  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  Commercial  Paper  Notes  with 
proceeds  derived  from  the  financing  and  hereby  declares  its  official  intent  to  reimburse  certain 
expenditures  for  capital  equipment  from  future  financing  proceeds  for  purposes  of  complying 
with  certain  provisions  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1986,  as  amended;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  1.150.2  of  the  Treasury  Regulations  requires  that  the  Commission 
declare  its  reasonable  official  intent  to  reimburse  prior  expenditures  with  proceeds  of  the 
Commercial  Paper  Notes;  and 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into 
the  First  Amendment  to  Credit  Agreement  with  Bank  of  Tokyo,  and  the  Reimbursement 
Agreement  with  Bank  of  America  substantially  in  the  forms  submitted  to  this  meeting,  with  such 
additional  terms  as  the  General  Manager  shall  negotiate,  provided,  however,  that  (i)  the 
maximum  principal  amount  of  Commercial  Paper  Notes  at  any  one  time  outstanding,  when 
combined  with  the  total  principal  amount  of  outstanding  and  unpaid  obligations  issued  to  the 
provider(s)  of  any  credit  or  liquidity  facility  (the  “Liquidity  Provider”)  executed  in  connection 
with  such  Commercial  Paper  Notes,  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  $500,000,000,  exclusive  of  interest 
reserve,  if  applicable,  (ii)  the  principal  amount  of  Commercial  Paper  Notes  outstanding  at  any 
one  time  shall  not  exceed  the  principal  component  available  to  be  drawn  under  the  Credit 
Agreement  or  the  Letter  of  Credit,  respectively;  (iii)  the  Commercial  Paper  Notes  shall  not 
mature  later  than  five  (5)  years  from  their  respective  date  of  issuance  (provided  that  obligations 
issued  to  the  Liquidity  Provider  may  have  a longer  maturity)  and  have  a maximum  rate  or  rates 
of  interest  of  not  to  exceed  twelve  percent  (12%)  per  annum;  provided  however,  that  the  General 
Manager  is  hereby  authorized,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Controller’s 
Director  of  Public  Finance  (the  “Director”),  to  extend  the  term  of  the  Reimbursement  or 
Liquidity  Facility  Agreement  with  Bank  of  America  for  an  additional  two  years  on  substantially 
the  same  terms  without  further  approval  of  this  Commission.  The  Commercial  Paper  Notes 
(including  any  repayment  obligations  owing  to  the  Liquidity  Providers)  will  be  subordinate  to 
the  payment  of  the  Wastewater  Revenue  Bonds  (including  any  wastewater  revenue  bonds 
currently  outstanding);  and 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  form  of  Offering  Memorandum,  in  substantially  the 
form  filed  with  the  Secretary,  is  hereby  approved  and  recommended  to  the  Director  for  approval 
pursuant  to  the  Administrative  Code,  Article  V thereof,  subject  to  such  additions  thereto  or 
changes  therein  which  the  General  Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and 


Controller’s  Director  of  Public  Finance  (the  “Director”),  shall  approve.  The  General  Manager  (or 
the  designee  thereof)  is  further  authorized  and  directed  to  distribute,  in  connection  in  the  sale  of 
any  Commercial  Paper  Notes,  one  or  more  Offering  Memoranda  in  such  form,  as  the  General 
Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Director,  shall  approve;  and  be  it, 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Dealer  Agreements,  in  substantially  the  forms  filed 
with  the  Secretary,  are  hereby  approved  and  recommended  to  the  Director  for  approval  pursuant 
to  the  Administrative  Code,  Article  V thereof,  subject  to  such  additions  thereto  or  changes 
therein  which  the  General  Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  Director,  shall 
approve.  The  General  Manager  (or  the  designee  thereof)  is  further  authorized  and  directed  to 
execute  such  Dealer  Agreements,  with  such  changes  and  modifications  therein  that  the  General 
Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Director,  shall  approve;  and  be  it, 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  Pursuant  to  Treasury  Regulation  Section  1.150-2,  the 
Commission  hereby  declares  its  intent  to  reimburse  itself,  from  financing  proceeds,  for  capital 
expenditures  paid  within  sixty  (60)  days  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  resolution  and  other 
expenditures  permitted  to  be  reimbursed  pursuant  to  Treasury  Regulation  Section  1.150-2.  Any 
reimbursement  allocation  of  financing  proceeds  to  be  made  with  respect  to  expenditures  incurred 
prior  to  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  commercial  paper  (excluding  certain  de  minimis 
expenditures  and  preliminary  expenditures  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  twenty  percent  (20%)  of 
the  issue  price  of  the  commercial  paper)  will  occur  not  later  than  eighteen  (18)  months  after  the 
later  of  (i)  the  date  on  which  the  expenditure  is  paid,  or  (ii)  the  date  on  which  the  facilities  are 
placed  in  service,  but  in  no  event  more  than  three  (3)  years  after  the  expenditure  is  paid.  Further, 
any  reimbursable  cost  will  be  of  a type  properly  chargeable  to  a capital  account  under  general 
federal  income  tax  principles;  and 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  or  his  appointed  designee  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  cause  revised  Proposition  E Certificates  describing  additional 
improvements  to  the  facilities  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  to  be  completed  and  filed  with  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  accordance  with  Proposition  E;  and 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  or  his  appointed  designee  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  take  any  and  all  necessary  action  expeditious  to  the  entering  into  the 
Reimbursement  Agreement,  First  Amendment  to  Credit  Agreement,  Offering  Memorandum, 
Dealer  Agreements,  Fee  Agreement,  Fee  Letter  and  certificates  as  are  deemed  necessary  or 
desirable  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Resolution,  and  all  prior  actions  heretofore  taken 
towards  that  end  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and  confirmed  by  this  Commission. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  June  23,  2105. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0149 


WHEREAS,  On  May  13,  2014,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
adopted  Resolution  14-0070,  which  expanded  the  Interruptible  Water  Service  to  all  retail 
irrigation  uses  inside  and  outside  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  15,  2014,  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (State  Water 
Board)  adopted  emergency  regulations,  Resolution  2014-0038,  which  require  urban  water 
suppliers  to  implement  all  requirements  and  actions  of  its  water  shortage  contingency  plan  that 
impose  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  irrigation;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  12,  2014,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  14-0121  to  impose 
mandatory  restrictions,  consistent  with  the  State  Water  Board’s  emergency  regulations,  on 
outdoor  irrigation  by  reducing  all  outdoor  irrigation  of  ornamental  landscapes  or  turf  with 
potable  water  by  retail  customers  by  at  least  10%;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  26,  2014,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  14-0140  to  adopt 
regulations  for  administering  the  excess  use  charges,  determining  irrigation  water  use 
allocations,  and  considering  allocation  and  exception  determinations  corresponding  to  the  10% 
reduction;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  10,  2015,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  15-0040  to  adopt 
rules  and  regulations  for  administering  Interruptible  Water  Service  intended  to  distinguish 
irrigation  customers  who  elect  to  reduce  water  use  early  and  significantly  when  the  SFPUC 
declares  voluntary  and  mandatory  shortages;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  17,  2015,  the  State  Water  Board  adopted  emergency  regulations, 
Resolution  2015-0013,  which  extended  and  expanded  the  existing  emergency  regulations  with 
additional  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  water  use  and  commercial  businesses;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  5,  2015,  the  State  Water  Board  adopted  emergency  regulations, 
Resolution  2015-0032,  which  assigned  a conservation  standard  of  8%  to  the  SFPUC  with  the 
intent  to  achieve  a statewide  water  use  reduction  of  25%  through  February  2016  and  includes 
additional  mandatory  restrictions  on  outdoor  irrigation,  as  required  by  the  Governor’s  Executive 
Order  B-29-15  issued  April  1, 2015;  and 

WHERAS,  On  May  26,  2015,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  15-0119  to  authorize  the 
General  Manager  of  SFPUC  to  impose  a mandatory  reduction  on  all  outdoor  irrigation  of 
ornamental  landscapes  or  turf  with  potable  water  by  retail  customers  by  at  least  25%,  effective 
July  1,  2015  until  the  water  shortage  emergency  is  lifted  by  the  General  Manager;  and 

WHERAS,  On  May  26,  2015,  the  SFPUC  adopted  Resolution  15-0119  to  also  adopt 
amendments  to  Interruptible  Water  Service  regulations,  effective  July  1,  2015,  applicable  to 
retail  irrigation  customers  who  receive  interruptible  water  service  and  use  water  in  excess  of  the 
allocations  corresponding  to  the  mandatory  25%  reduction,  subject  to  excess  use  charges  at 
200%  (“2x”)  of  the  applicable  water  rate;  and 


WHERAS,  On  May  26,  2015,  the  Commission  requested  SFPUC  staff  to  reevaluate  the 
mandatory  reduction  and  excess  use  charges  for  irrigation  customers  with  interruptible  water 
service,  as  penalties  on  customers  receiving  interruptible  water  service  should  be  more  severe 
than  those  on  customers  on  non-interruptible  water  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  caused  a notice  of  public  hearing  on  the  proposed  amendments 
to  the  rules  and  regulations  related  to  an  increase  in  the  mandatory  water  use  reduction  on 
irrigation  customers  with  interruptible  water  service,  as  part  of  the  2015-2016  Drought  Program, 
to  be  published  in  the  official  newspaper  on  June  3 through  5,  7,  and  8,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  enactment  of 
the  proposed  emergency  restrictions  is  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Sections  15269  (Emergency  Projects)  and  15308 
(Actions  by  Regulatory  Agencies  for  Protection  of  the  Environment);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  adopts  the  proposed  amendments  to 
Interruptible  Water  Service  regulations,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  effective  July  1, 
2015,  applicable  to  retail  irrigation  customers  who  opt-in  to  the  Interruptible  Water  Service 
program. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0150 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (“City”)  owns  certain  real  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  its  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC”)  commonly  known  as 
SFPUC  Parcels  62  and  65  located  in  Sunol,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  City  and  Mission  Valley  Rock  Co,  a California  corporation  (“Tenant”) 
entered  into  that  certain  lease  agreement  dated  January  10,  1978  (the  “First  MVR  Lease”),  as 
amended,  for  Tenant’s  use  of  approximately  30  acres  of  SFPUC  Parcel  62  and  approximately 
18.33  acres  of  SFPUC  Parcel  65  (together,  the  “First  MVR  Lease  Premises”)  as  a quarry;  and 

WHEREAS,  Extraction  of  sand  and  gravel  in  the  First  MVR  Lease  Premises  ceased  prior 
to  the  expiration  of  the  First  MVR  Lease  on  January  9,  1998.  The  First  MVR  Lease  is  in 
holdover  status.  While  in  holdover  status,  Tenant  has  continued  to  use  the  First  MVR  Lease 
Premises  to  use  and  recycle  water  for  aggregate  processing  at  its  nearby  plant,  and  for  placement 
of  overburden  and  fines  generated  by  its  nearby  quarry  operations;  and 

WHEREAS,  City  and  Tenant  are  parties  to  that  certain  lease  agreement  dated  June  20, 
1985  (the  “Second  MVR  Lease”)  for  Tenant’s  use  of  approximately  135  acres  of  SFPUC  Parcel 
65  for  its  mining  operations  (the  “Second  MVR  Lease  Premises”).  Extraction  of  sand  and  gravel 
on  the  Second  MVR  Lease  Premises  was  completed  in  July  of  2006;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Second  MVR  Lease  expired  on  October  31,  2012  and  is  in  holdover 
status.  Tenant  has  continued  to  manage  three  ponds  (respectively,  Pond  F2,  Pond  F3  West,  and 
Pond  F3  East)  located  on  the  Second  MVR  Lease  Premises.  Tenant  uses  Pond  F2  and  Pond  F3 
West  for  purposes  of  providing  water  supplies  for  process  water  in  dry  years,  irrigation  and  dust 
control  in  connection  with  its  quarry  operations  under  Alameda  County  Surface  Mining  Permit 
No.  32  (“SMP  32”);  and 

WHEREAS,  City  and  Tenant  entered  into  that  certain  Water  Management  Agreement 
dated  August  23,  2013,  pursuant  to  which  Tenant  manages  the  water  elevation  in  Pond  F3  East 
on  the  Second  MVR  Lease  Premises  for  the  benefit  of  the  SFPUC  in  relation  to  the  operation  of 
the  San  Antonio  Backup  Pipeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mining  and  related  operation  on  the  First  and  Second  MVR  Lease  Premises 
are  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  existing  Surface  Mining  Permit  24  ("SMP  24"), 
issued  to  Tenant  by  the  Alameda  County  Community  Development  Agency  pursuant  to  the 
Alameda  County  Surface  Mining  Ordinance;  and 

WHEREAS,  Tenant  and  City  are  also  parties  to  a lease  dated  September  26,  2000  (the 
"Third  MVR  Lease")  for  Tenant’s  use  of  approximately  242  acres  of  land  adjacent  to  the 
Second  MVR  Lease  Premises,  pursuant  to  which  Tenant  extracts  sand  and  gravel  under  the  terms 
of  SMP  32;  and 


WHEREAS,  Tenant  has  continued  to  operate  its  conveyor  system  on  another  portion  of 
SFPUC  Parcel  65  (the  “Conveyor  Site”)  under  a license  provided  in  the  Third  MVR  Lease,  to 
move  aggregate  material  from  its  Third  MVR  Lease  Premises  to  Tenant’s  processing  plant 
located  on  property  owned  by  MVR.  The  Third  MVR  Lease  will  expire  on  October  31,  2040; 
and 


WHEREAS,  MVR  requires  continued  access  to  water  in  Pond  F2  and  Pond  F3  West, 
especially  in  dry  years,  on  the  Second  MRV  Lease  Premises  to  facilitate  its  Third  MVR  Lease 
Premises  quarry  operations,  and  if  the  proposed  new  lease  is  not  approved,  the  SFPUC  risks 
losing  approximately  $1.1  million  in  annual  revenue  if  MVR  ceases  operations  on  the  Third 
MVR  Lease  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  City  desires  to  enter  into  a new  lease  with  Tenant  in  substantially  the  form 
on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary  (the  “2015  Lease”)  to  allow  Tenant  to  continue  its  use  of 
the  First  MVR  Lease  Premises  and  the  Second  MVR  Lease  Premises  for  water  use  and  recycling, 
water  management,  overburden  and  fines  placement  on  the  First  MVR  Lease  Premises  only, 
final  site  reclamation,  and  the  Conveyor  Site  for  moving  aggregate  material  to  Tenant’s  property, 
for  an  annual  rental  rate  of  $60,000,  with  four  percent  annual  rent  increases;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  As  a Responsible  Agency,  SFPUC  finds  that  1)  SFPUC  has  reviewed  the 
actions  to  be  carried  out  under  the  lease  and  has  determined  that  the  indirect  effects  of  SFPUC's 
issuance  of  the  lease  are  within  the  scope  of  the  County's  2002  MND  approval  and  subsequent 
periodic  reviews.  The  issuance  of  the  lease  would  not  alter  the  previously-approved  operations, 
nor  would  it  extend  the  life  of  the  quarry  operation  beyond  the  term  of  SMP-24.  SFPUC  finds 
that  the  County’s  2002  MND  and  Resolution  are  adequate  for  SFPUC’s  use  in  approving  the 
lease.  The  2002  MND  and  the  County’s  approval  resolution  and  other  materials  that  are  part  of 
the  record  of  this  approval  are  available  for  public  review  at  the  SFPUC  offices,  Real  Estate 
Services  Division,  525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  8th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  which  is  the 
custodian  of  records  for  the  Lease  approval;  2)  Since  the  County  certified  the  2002  MND  and 
approved  the  SMP  24  amendment,  there  have  been  no  substantial  changes  in  operations  under 
SMP  24  or  changes  in  circumstances  that  would  result  in  new  significant  environmental  effects 
or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new 
information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the 
MND  and  subsequent  reviews  conducted  by  County  of  Alameda;  3)  The  County’s  2002  MND 
identified  significant  impacts  from  the  amended  SMP  24  operation  and  adopted  mitigation 
measures,  the  implementation  of  which,  in  each  case,  reduces  the  impact  to  a less-than- 
significant  level.  These  measures  were  adopted  as  conditions  of  approval  for  the  SMP  24 
amendment  in  the  County’s  Resolution  02-19  and  have  been  monitored  through  the  County’s 
periodic  reviews;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or  responsibility  with 
respect  to  the  implementation  of  these  measures  or  conditions  of  approval,  which  are  wholly 
within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  the  County  of  Alameda,  other  than  the  SFPUC 
authorization,  at  the  Project  Sponsor’s  request,  to  approve  the  ground  lease  to  enable  the  Project 
Sponsor  to  conduct  mining  operations  on  the  leased  land  as  permitted  under  the  terms  of 
Alameda  County’s  Surface  Mining  Permit  Number  24;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes 
all  actions  heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  the  2015  Lease;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  2015  Lease;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the 
SFPUC  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  2015  Lease;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  the  2015  Lease,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the  2015 
Lease  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  June  23,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  July  14,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Molier  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409, 1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


MtStMIHU’  (415)  5544^tflSI^|gdhood@>sfwater.orgl 

UfiifliDonna  HoodJUL, 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.orq/index.aspx?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  June  23,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Triple  Bottom  Line  Analysis  for  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program 

d)  Clarification  Notice  of  Unavailability  of  Water 

e)  Construction  Management/General  Contractor  Overview 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  Recognition  of  Cheryl  Davis  32  Years  of  Service  to  the  SFPUC  (Carlin) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3 1 65,  Fax:  (4 15)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

8.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Agreement  No. 
PR0.0008,  Job  Order  Contract  Implementation  Services,  with  The  Gordian  Group 
(TGG),  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000,  for  terms  better  than  TGG’s 
initial  response  to  the  request  for  proposals,  and  with  a duration  up  to  five 
years,  to  provide  an  SFPUC-customized  Job  Order  Contract  system  and 
implementation  services.  (How) 


b)  Accept  work  performed  by  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.  for  Contract  No.  WD- 

2673R,  As-Needed  2012  Annual  Paving  Contract  for  Services  and  Main  Breaks; 
Approve  Modification  No.3  (Final),  for  an  adjustment  of  the  contract  amount  to 
reconcile  the  actual  quantity  of  work  performed,  decreasing  the  contract  by 
$478,716,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,61 1 ,084;  and  authorize  final  payment 
to  the  contractor.  (How) 

c)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2746, 

Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  (AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  E,  in  the  amount  of 
$4,316,950,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Azul 
Works,  Inc.,  to  construct  five  new  AWSS  buried  concrete  cisterns.  The  proposed 
action  is  the  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code,  Chapter  31 . (How) 

REGULAR  SESSION 

9.  Approve  and  recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  the  conveyance 

of  an  easement  over  an  approximately  3,627  square  foot  portion  of  property  owned 
by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  its  Public  Utilities  Commission,  on 
SFPUC  Parcel  656  to  the  City  of  Modesto;  and  authorize  the  City  Director  of 
Property  or  SFPUC’s  General  Manager  to  execute  an  agreement  conveying  the 
Easement  to  Modesto  and  an  agreement  with  JWG  McHenry  LLC  to  pay 
SFPUC  the  fair  market  value  of  $35,000.  The  Easement  Area  is  located  in  SFPUC 
Parcel  656  adjacent  to  its  intersection  with  State  Highway  108  (also  known  as 
McHenry  Avenue)  between  Claratina  and  Grecian  Avenues  in  Modesto,  California 
(Stanislaus  County  Assessor’s  Parcel  No.  082-100-003).  (Russell) 

10.  Approve  the  Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  for  existing  Contract  No.  CS- 

169;  Approve  Modification  No.  1;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  of  the  existing  Agreement  from 
MWH/URS  Joint  Venture  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  subject  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18;  and  if  approved,  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Modification  No.  1 of  the  existing 
Agreement  once  assigned  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  to  adjust  terms  to  reflect  changes 
necessary  due  to  the  Assignment.  (How) 

1 1 . Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  issue  a request  for  qualifications  and 

subsequent  request  for  proposals  for  Agreement  No.  WW-628,  Southeast  Water 
Pollution  Control  Plant  (SEP)  New  Headworks  Facility,  a Construction  Manager/ 
General  Contractor  agreement  (CM/GC),  to  construct  a proposed  new  Headworks 
facility  at  the  SEP  for  an  amount  estimated  to  be  $225,000,000;  receive  responses 
to  request  for  qualifications  and  request  for  proposals  for  said  CM/GC  agreement; 
conduct  a selection  process  to  identify  the  best  qualified  firm  to  provide  CM/GC 
services,  and  return  to  the  Commission  for  award  and  authorization  to  execute  an 
agreement.  (How) 


12.  Approve  proposed  modifications  to  the  Floodwater  Management  Grant 

Program;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  execute  Grant 
Agreements  with  applicants  for  Grant  Assistance  for  Floodwater  Management  for 
San  Francisco  property  owners  who  have  an  active  SFPUC  account  for  wastewater 
services  under  the  modified  program.  The  SFPUC  will  seek  appropriations  to 
increase  its  allocation  to  $2,000,000.  (Henderson) 

13.  Approve  a 2015  Updated  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Implementation  Plan 
and  Statement  of  Intent;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  file  the  Updated 
Implementation  Plan  with  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  Certification. 

(Hale) 

14.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

15.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

Larry  Wasserman  v.  CCSF 

City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02250/Date  Filed:  March  5,  2015 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

CCSF  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 

City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-1340/Date  Filed:  March  5,  2015 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Ambrose) 

Anticipated  Litigation  as  Plaintiff 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21,  2015 


20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.1 5:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1 987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 


(Mueller) 


Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

30.  Other  new  business. 

31.  Adjournment. 
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1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:42  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  June  23,  201 5 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  June  23,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Francisco  Da  Costa  discussed  the  use  of  fresh  water  for  toilets  and 
suggested  a hearing.  He  discussed  water  use,  conservation,  and  project 
management. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Triple  Bottom  Line  Analysis  for  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program 

d)  Clarification  Notice  of  Unavailability  of  Water 

e)  Construction  Manaqement/General  Contractor  Overview 

Commissioner  Moran  provided  comments  on  item  5c.  He  requested  this  report 
be  incorporated  into  the  quarterly  SSIP  update.  He  asked  that  staff  tighten  up  the 
financial  component  and  provided  examples. 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  staff  for  their  work  on  5e.  He  asked  for  a definition 
of  core  contractors,  which  Ms.  Ivy  Fine,  Director  of  Contracts  Bureau,  provided. 
Brief  discussion  ensued.  Commissioner  Moran  requested  a report  detailing  last 
year’s  construction  contract  awards  (high,  low,  and  winning  bids).  He  indicated 
he  is  working  with  the  City  Attorney  and  staff  to  ensure  a transparent  process. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

Commissioner  Courtney  discussed  the  SFPUC’s  employee  recognition  program.  He 
stated  he  would  like  the  Commission  more  involved  and  suggested  using  the 
Recreation  and  Park  award  program  as  a model.  He  indicated  he  will  return  to  the 
Commission  with  a proposal. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  Drought  Update 
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Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Water,  provided  a drought 
update.  He  noted  Hetch  Hetchy  storage  is  high  and  the  water  bank  is  starting  to 
increase.  He  discussed  the  status  of  other  California  reservoirs.  He  reviewed 
cumulative  precipitation;  Upcountry  six-station  precipitation  index;  Bay  Area 
seven-station  precipitation  index;  Total  system  deliveries;  and  retail  water 
demand  reduction  from  201 3 to  2015.  Deputy  General  Manager  (DGM)  Carlin 
responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  regarding  reduced 
revenue  due  to  the  drought.  She  requested  a budget  projection  be  provided. 

Mr.  Ritchie  updated  the  Commission  on  Curtailment  Notices;  Recent  and 
relevant  State  Water  Board  Actions;  and  Hetch  Hetchy  operations,  and 
concluded  with  a brief  summary.  Mr.  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from 
President  Caen  regarding  the  Water  Bank. 

b)  Recognition  of  Cheryl  Davis  32  Years  of  Service  to  the  SFPUC 

DGM  Carlin  provided  a review  of  Ms.  Davis’  distinguished  career  and  thanked 
her  for  her  service.  Ms.  Davis  thanked  the  Commission  and  staff.  She  expressed 
thoughts  on  her  career  and  appreciation  for  her  colleagues. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  items. 

Commissioner  Moran  requested  that  item  8a  be  removed;  Commissioner  Caen 

requested  that  item  8c  be  removed. 

8.  Consent  Calendar: 

a)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Agreement  No. 

PRO. 0008,  Job  Order  Contract  Implementation  Services,  with  The  Gordian  Group 
(TGG),  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000,  for  terms  better  than  TGG’s 
initial  response  to  the  reguest  for  proposals,  and  with  a duration  up  to  five  years, 
to  provide  an  SFPUC-customized  Job  Order  Contract  system  and  implementation 
services.  (Resolution  15-0154) 

Commissioner  Moran  expressed  concern  with  there  being  a single  bidder  on  the 
contract.  He  asked  that  contracting  staff  look  for  additional  eligible  bidders  on 
projects. 

On  Motion  to  approve  items  8a: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

b)  Accept  work  performed  by  M Sguared  Construction.  Inc,  for  Contract  No,  WD- 
2673R,  As-Needed  2012  Annual  Paving  Contract  for  Services  and  Main  Breaks; 
Approve  Modification  No. 3 (Final),  for  an  adjustment  of  the  contract  amount  to 
reconcile  the  actual  Quantity  of  work  performed,  decreasing  the  contract  by 
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$478.716.  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3.61 1 .084;  and  authorize  final  payment 
to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0153) 

On  Motion  to  approve  items  8b: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

c)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2746,  Auxiliary 
Water  Supply  System  (AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  E,  in  the  amount  of  $4,316,950,  to 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Azul  Works,  Inc.,  to 
construct  five  new  AWSS  buried  concrete  cisterns.  The  proposed  action  is  the 
Approval  Action  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  31. 
(Resolution  15-0155) 

President  Caen  asked  about  cistern  locations,  specifically  in  the  southwest  and 
southeast  sections  of  the  City.  DGM  Carlin  and  AGM  How  provided  response. 
President  Caen  requested  a future  update  on  the  AWSS  and  cistern  locations. 

On  Motion  to  approve  items  8c: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  Approve  and  recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  the  conveyance  of 
an  easement  over  an  approximately  3,627  square  foot  portion  of  property  owned  by 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  its  Public  Utilities  Commission,  on 
SFPUC  Parcel  656  to  the  City  of  Modesto;  and  authorize  the  City  Director  of 
Property  or  SFPUC’s  General  Manager  to  execute  an  agreement  conveying  the 
Easement  to  Modesto  and  an  agreement  with  JWG  McHenry  LLC  to  pay  SFPUC  the 
fair  market  value  of  $35,000.  The  Easement  Area  is  located  in  SFPUC  Parcel  656 
adjacent  to  its  intersection  with  State  Highway  108  (also  known  as  McHenry 
Avenue)  between  Claratina  and  Grecian  Avenues  in  Modesto.  California  (Stanislaus 
County  Assessor’s  Parcel  No.  082-100-003).  (Resolution  15-0156) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  9: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

10.  Approve  the  Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  for  existing  Contract  No.  CS-169; 
Approve  Modification  No.  1;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  of  the  existing  Agreement  from  MWFI/URS  Joint 
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Venture  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18;  and  if  approved,  authorize  the  General  Manager 
to  negotiate  and  execute  Modification  No.  1 of  the  existing  Agreement  once 
assigned  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  to  adjust  terms  to  reflect  changes  necessary  due 
to  the  Assignment. 

Commissioner  Courtney  stated  that,  due  to  outstanding  questions,  he  was  not 
comfortable  with  the  project  moving  forward.  He  requested  that  the  item  be  removed 
and  placed  on  next  agenda.  Brief  discussion  ensued  on  possible  impacts  if  the  item 
was  deferred.  Determining  there  were  none,  President  Caen  stated  the  item  will  be 
placed  on  the  July  28th  agenda. 

11.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  issue  a reguest  for  gualifications  and  subseguent 
reguest  for  proposals  for  Agreement  No.  WW-628,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  (SEP)  New  Headworks  Facility,  a Construction  Manager/  General 
Contractor  agreement  (CM/GC),  to  construct  a proposed  new  Headworks  facility  at 
the  SEP  for  an  amount  estimated  to  be  $225,000,000;  receive  responses  to  reouest 
for  gualifications  and  reguest  for  proposals  for  said  CM/GC  agreement;  conduct  a 
selection  process  to  identify  the  best  Qualified  firm  to  provide  CM/GC  services,  and 
return  to  the  Commission  for  award  and  authorization  to  execute  an  agreement. 
(Resolution  15-0157) 

AGM  How  introduced  the  item  and  requested  approval. 

Commissioner  Moran  introduced  an  amendment  to  the  Resolution  and  provided 
explanation. 

DGM  Carlin  read  the  proposed  amendment  for  the  record.  Commission  Secretary 
Hood  asked  for  and  received  confirmation  as  to  the  placement  of  the  amendment  in 
the  Resolution. 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  amendment: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  11  as  amended: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

12.  Approve  proposed  modifications  to  the  Floodwater  Management  Grant  Program; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  execute  Grant  Agreements 
with  applicants  for  Grant  Assistance  for  Floodwater  Management  for  San  Francisco 
property  owners  who  have  an  active  SFPUC  account  for  wastewater  services  under 
the  modified  program.  The  SFPUC  will  seek  appropriations  to  increase  its  allocation 
to  $2,000,000.  (Resolution  15-0158) 
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Mr.  Brian  Henderson  introduced  the  item  and  summarized  the  Grant  Program 
modifications.  Mr.  Henderson  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Vietor 
regarding  the  grant  process  and  timing  and  she  requested  aggressive  outreach. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  12: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Dennis  Casey,  San  Francisco  Motorcycle  Club,  discussed  the  impact  of  the 
flood  on  their  club  house. 

• Mr.  Chris  Hickey  discussed  flood  impacts  on  his  business  and  expressed  the 
need  for  a permanent  solution. 

• Mr.  Mark  Jordan,  San  Francisco  Motorcycle  Club,  noted  work  the  Club  has 
performed  to  alleviate  flood  impacts.  He  distributed  a cost  estimate  for  work  to 
flood  proof  his  building. 

• Mr.  Hans  Art,  NEMBA,  expressed  support  for  the  Program  and  discussed 
measures  he  wants  to  take  with  the  grant  money. 

• Ms.  Angela  Sinicropi,  NEMBA,  talked  about  flood  impacts  on  her  building.  She 
discussed  her  work  to  help  develop  the  grant  program. 

• Mr.  Francisco  Garcia,  Stable  Cafe,  discussed  the  impact  of  floods  on  his 
business. 

• Mr.  Malcom  Davis  suggested  underground  storage  to  help  alleviate  flooding. 

• Mr.  Samuel  Picasso,  Folsom  Street  resident,  discussed  the  impact  on  the  floods 
to  his  residence  and  requested  a solution. 

• Ms.  Maryann  Robertson  discussed  the  impact  of  flooding  on  her  business  and 
requested  a long-term  solution. 

VP  Vietor  requested  that  staff  provide  an  update  on  permanent  flooding  solutions. 
DGM  Carlin  briefly  noted  past  actions  and  stated  many  solutions  are  being 
considered.  He  indicated  that  an  update  will  be  scheduled.  Commissioner  Kwon 
asked  that  the  update  include  information  about  overflow  sewage  health 
implications.  VP  Vietor  asked  that  the  housing/park  project  timeline  for  the  site  be 
included. 

13.  Approve  a 2015  Updated  Community  Choice  Aggregation  Implementation  Plan  and 
Statement  of  Intent:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  file  the  Updated 
Implementation  Plan  with  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  Certification. 

(Resolution  15-0159) 

Ms.  Hale  reviewed  progress  of  the  CCA  Implementation  Schedule  and  Key 
Milestones.  She  stated  the  June  30th  stakeholder  meeting  was  successful  and  that 
those  meetings  will  continue.  She  noted  the  risk  analysis  will  be  presented  to  the 
Commission  on  September  29th.  VP  Vietor  requested  that  the  risk  analysis  include 
information  from  other  CCA  programs. 
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Ms.  Hale  provided  a summary  of  the  2015  CCA  Implementation  Plan  and  Statement 
of  Intent.  She  discussed  minor  changes  to  the  previously  distributed  Implementation 
Plan:  (pages  three , four,  six,  seven,  and  28),  noting  copies  of  those  changes  were 
distributed  to  the  Commission  and  made  available  to  the  public. 

At  the  request  of  VP  Vietor,  AGM  Hale  discussed  what  the  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission  is  doing  with  electric  rates.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  13: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  expressed  support  and  encouraged  passage.  He 
addressed  the  impact  of  the  PG&E  rate  structure  and  discussed  AB11 10. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City/SF  Energy  Advocates,  discussed 
impacts  of  PG&E  rate  changes  to  CCA.  He  expressed  thoughts  on  the  timeline 
and  asked  for  acceleration.  He  touched  on  build-out  planning. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350  San  Francisco,  urged  passage.  He  discussed  the 
proposed  PG&E  rate  increase  and  effect  on  CCA.  He  urged  work  on  AB11 10. 

• Ms.  Jess  Dervin- Ackerman,  Sierra  Club,  urged  support.  She  asked  how  the  BOS 
is  formally  involved  in  governing  the  program  and  process. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items. 

14.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

President  Caen  requested  a motion  to  recuse  Commissioner  Courtney  from  Closed 
Session  item  16  due  to  a conflict: 

On  Motion  to  recuse  Commissioner  Courtney  from  Closed  Session  item  16: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

15.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 
The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3:32  PM. 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Larry  Wasserman  v.  CCSF 

City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-02250/Date  Filed:  March  5,  2015 
(Resolution  15-0160) 
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17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (dl  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiaated  Claim 

CCSF  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company 

City  Attorney  Claim  Number:  15-1340/Date  Filed:  March  5,  2015 

(Resolution  15-0161) 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 
Anticipated  Litigation  as  Plaintiff 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchv  v City  and  Countv  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court.  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  201 5. 

Case  No.:  ER  15-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
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Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23.  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No,:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No,:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 

Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:07  PM. 

28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  16  and  17,  and 
that  no  other  action  was  taken 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  to  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vletor,  Courtney,  Moran,  and  Kwon 
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30.  Other  new  business. 

Commissioner  Courtney  asked  AGM  How  to  provide  the  Commission  with 
documentations  regarding  due-diligence  related  to  item  10. 


31.  Adjournment. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:09  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0153 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution 
Program  and  City  Distribution  Division  (CDD)  Operating  Budget-funded  Contract  No.  WD- 
2673R,  As-Needed  2012  Annual  Paving  Contract  for  Services  and  Main  Breaks,  by  the 
contractor,  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  8,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0073,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2673R  CDD  As-Needed  2012  Annual  Paving  Contract,  in  the  amount  of 
$4,089,800,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared  Construction, 
Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  To  Proceed  date  was  set  for  July  5,  2012, 
with  an  original  schedule  of  365  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was  completed 
in  485  consecutive  calendar  days  on  November  2,  2013;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  on  April  18,  2013  to  move  $150,000  from 
Bid  Item  2B  to  Bid  Item  16,  resulting  in  no  increase  to  the  contract  amount  or  contract  duration; 
and 


WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  on  June  18,  2013  for  a time  extension  of  120 
consecutive  calendar  days  to  provide  essential  pavement  restoration  services  until  the  new  as- 
needed  paving  Contract  No.  WD-2710  was  awarded  and  certified,  extending  the  contract 
duration  to  485  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 (Final)  is  being  requested  for  ($478,716)  for  an 
adjustment  of  the  contract  amount  to  reconcile  the  actual  quantity  of  work  performed,  decreasing 
the  contract  amount  to  $3,61 1,084  due  to  the  reduced  quantity  of  work  compared  to  the  projected 
work  quantity;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  determined  that  the  contractor  made  a 
good  faith  effort  to  substantially  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting 
goal  of  18%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  17.78%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW260,  Water  Main  Repair  and 
Replacement  Program  and  FY  2011-2012  City  Distribution  Division  Operating  Fund;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  M Squared 
Construction,  Inc.  for  Water  Enterprise,  Local  Water  R&R  Program  and  CDD  Operating  Budget 
funded  Contract  No.  WD-2673R,  CDD  As-Needed  2012  Annual  Paving  for  services  and  main 
breaks,  approves  Modification  No.  3 (Final),  decreasing  the  contract  amount  by  ($478,716)  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $3,61 1,084  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0154 


WHEREAS,  Job  Order  Contracts  (JOCs)  are  competitively  bid  procurement  processes 
for  construction  and  construction-related  services,  and  can  save  time  and  money  by  reducing  the 
contracting  processes  for  multiple  construction  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  a qualified  consulting  firm  to  assist 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  with  the  specialized  procurement  and 
implementation  of  customized  construction  JOCs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $4,000,000,  payable  as  a percentage  fee  of 
the  construction  task  orders  issued,  and  no  funds  will  be  encumbered  until  actual  construction 
task  orders  are  issued;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  was  advertised  on  June  4,  2015,  and  SFPUC  staff 
review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  and  responsiveness  resulted  in  the 
determination  that  the  sole  bidder  was  non-responsive;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney’s  Office,  conducted  an 
analysis  to  determine  whether  modifying,  re-advertising,  and  re-bidding  the  contract  would 
likely  yield  responsive  and  responsible  bids;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  the  City  Attorney’s  Office  determined  that  re-advertising 
and  re-bidding  would  likely  not  yield  additional  competitive  bids;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  waived  Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subconsulting  participation  goals  for  this  agreement;  however,  CMD  will 
establish  LBE  subconsulting  goals  for  the  individual  construction  task  orders  issued  under  this 
JOC  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  will  be  encumbered  as  actual  construction  task  orders  are  issued; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement,  Agreement  No.  PRO. 0008,  Job  Order  Contract  Implementation  Services,  with  The 
Gordian  Group,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000,000,  for  terms  better  for  the  SFPUC  than 
those  terms  included  in  TGG’s  response  to  the  request  for  proposals,  and  with  a duration  up  to 
five  (5)  years,  to  provide  an  SFPUC-customized  Job  Order  Contract  (JOC)  system  and 
implementation  services. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  July,  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0155 


WHEREAS,  2010  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency  Response  Bond  Program- funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2746,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  (AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  E,  was 
advertised  on  April  13,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $4,500,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$4,655,400  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  construct  five  (5)  new  AWSS  buried  concrete 
cisterns  at:  17th  Avenue  and  Pacheco  Street;  16th  Avenue  and  Vicente  Street;  18th  Avenue  and 
Moraga  Street;  18th  Avenue  and  Santiago  Street;  and  Laguna  Honda  Hospital;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  455  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  9,  2014,  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  determined  that 
Project  No.  CUWAWSAW07,  AWSS  2014  Cisterns  Construction,  is  exempt  as  a Class  3 
Categorical  Exemption  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA);  and 

WHEREAS,  Four  (4)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  14,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Azul  Works,  Inc.  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  15%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  29.5%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUWAWSAW07,  New  Cisterns;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  2010  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency  Response  Bond  Program-funded  Contract  No. 
WD-2746,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  - New  Cisterns  E,  in  the  amount  of  $4,316,950,  to 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Azul  Works,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0156 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City),  through  its  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  owns  certain  real  property  consisting  of  a portion  of  SFPUC  Parcel  656 
adjacent  to  its  intersection  with  State  Highway  108  (also  known  as  McHenry  Avenue)  between 
Claratina  and  Grecian  Avenues  (SFPUC  Property)  in  the  City  of  Modesto  (Modesto),  in 
Stanislaus  County,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  maintains  two  electrical  transmission  towers,  overhead  power 
lines,  valve  boxes,  and  three  subsurface  water  transmission  pipelines  (San  Joaquin  Pipeline  Nos. 
1,  2,  and  3);  and 

WHEREAS,  JWG  McHenry,  LLC  (Developer)  owns  approximately  6.17  acres 
(McHenry  Property)  that  the  SFPUC  Property  bisects;  and 

WHEREAS,  As  a condition  of  its  approval  of  Developer’s  plans  to  develop  the  McHenry 
Property  (Project),  Modesto  required  Developer  to  widen  McHenry  Avenue  between  Claratina 
and  Grecian  Avenues,  including  installing  street,  curb,  gutter,  and  sidewalk  improvements 
(Improvements)  within  an  approximately  3,627  square  foot  portion  of  the  SFPUC  Property 
(Easement  Area);  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Charter  Section  8B.  121(a)  grants  the  Commission  the 
exclusive  charge  of  the  real  property  assets  under  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  provides 
that  the  Commission  may  transfer  real  property  interests  declared  to  be  surplus  to  the  needs  of 
any  utility;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  is  willing  to  allow  the  Developer  to  construct  the 
Improvements  within  the  Easement  Area  at  the  Developer’s  expense  and  to  approve  and 
recommend  that  the  City  convey  an  easement  to  Modesto  for  roadway  and  sidewalk  use 
(Easement),  provided  that  (i)  the  Improvements  include  a protective  bridge  or  cap  (Bridge)  over 
the  SFPUC’s  subsurface  water  transmission  pipelines;  (ii)  the  Easement  is  conveyed  in  an 
agreement  in  form  acceptable  to  City,  reserving  the  SFPUC’s  right  to  use  the  Easement  Area  for 
uses  that  are  compatible  with  the  Easement;  (iii)  Modesto  accept  ownership  of  the  Improvements 
and  responsibility  for  maintenance  and  repair;  and  (iv)  City  receive  payment  for  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  Easement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modesto  maintains  McHenry  Avenue  under  an  agreement  with  the 
California  Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans),  Modesto  is  willing  to  accept  ownership  and 
responsibility  for  maintenance  of  the  Improvements,  and  such  arrangement  is  acceptable  to 
Caltrans;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  an  appraisal  for  the  Easement  prepared  by  Giomi,  Inc., 
dated  July  22,  2014,  which  was  updated  on  June  4,  2015  and  approved  by  the  City's  Director  of 
Real  Property,  in  the  amount  of  $35,000  (Appraisal);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  fair  market  value  of  the  Easement  was  established  based  on  the 
appraised  value  set  forth  in  the  Appraisal;  and 


WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Developer  have  negotiated  proposed  terms  and  conditions 
of  an  Agreement  for  Sale  of  Real  Estate  (Sale  Agreement)  that  is  part  of  the  record  before  this 
Commission,  by  which  Developer  agrees  to  pay  as  the  purchase  price  for  the  Easement  the 
appraised  value,  and  City  agrees  to  convey  the  Easement  to  Modesto;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Modesto  have  negotiated  proposed  terms  and  conditions  of 
an  easement  agreement  that  is  part  of  the  record  before  this  Commission,  by  which  Modesto 
accepts  ownership  of  the  Improvements,  including  the  Bridge,  and  responsibility  for  operation, 
maintenance  and  repair  of  the  Improvements,  and  City  conveys  to  Modesto  an  easement  for  such 
purposes  (Easement  Agreement);  and 

WHEREAS,  by  Resolution  No.  2015-166  adopted  on  May  26,  2015,  Modesto’s  City 
Council  approved  the  Easement  Agreement,  and  Modesto’s  City  Manager  has  executed  the 
Easement  Agreement  on  behalf  of  Modesto;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  could  result  in  temporary  and  permanent  impacts  for  which 
mitigation  measures  were  identified  in  the  City  of  Modesto  Urban  Area  General  Plan  Update 
Master  Environmental  Impact  Report  (Modesto  General  Plan  EIR)  which  was  certified  by  the 
Modesto  City  Council  on  October  14,  2008;  and 

WHEREAS,  To  implement  the  Project  the  City  of  Modesto  must  implement  the 
mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  Modesto  General  Plan  EIR  and  the  mitigation  measures  and 
conditions  of  approval  adopted  on  December  10,  2013  by  the  City  of  Modesto  Director  of 
Community  and  Economic  Development  to  mitigate  impacts  to  a less  than  significant  level,  and 
some  of  the  mitigation  measures  would  be  implemented  on  SFPUC  Right  of  Way  land;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Modesto  General  Plan  EIR  has  been  made  available  for  review  by  this 
Commission  and  the  public  and  are  a part  of  the  record  of  this  approval  by  this  Commission.  The 
SFPUC,  as  a responsible  agency  under  CEQA,  has  considered  the  Modesto  General  Plan  EIR, 
including  the  environmental  effects  of  the  Project  and  the  mitigation  measures  to  reduce  the 
significant  adverse  environmental  impacts  of  the  project  to  a less  than  significant  level.  The 
Modesto  General  Plan  EIR  and  the  other  materials  that  are  part  of  the  record  of  this  approval  are 
available  for  public  review  at  the  SFPUC  Real  Estate  Services  Division,  525  Golden  Gate 
Avenue,  10th  Floor,  which  is  the  custodian  of  records  for  the  requested  permanent  Easement; 
and 

WHEREAS,  No  new  information  has  come  to  light  that  would  affect  the  conclusions  of 
the  Modesto  General  Plan  EIR  with  respect  to  the  Project,  or  the  conclusions  of  the  Modesto 
General  Plan  EIR;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  City  of  Modesto  General 
Plan  EIR  and  finds  that  this  approval  is  within  the  scope  of  the  Project  and  of  the  mitigation 
measures  evaluated  in  the  Modesto  General  Plan  EER,  and  that  these  documents  are  adequate  for 
its  use  in  granting  the  permanent  easement;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  since  the  Modesto  General  Plan  EIR  was  finalized,  there 
have  been  no  substantial  changes  in  the  Project  and  no  substantial  changes  in  the  Project 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  General  Plan  EIR  due  to  the  involvement 
of  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified 
significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change 
the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the  Modesto  General  Plan  EIR;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  City  of  Modesto  has  already  adopted  the  mitigation 
measures  recommended  in  the  Modesto  General  Plan  EIR,  and  has  authority  to  implement  the 
mitigation  measures  or  to  seek  any  required  approvals  for  the  mitigation  measures,  and  the 
SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or  responsibility  to  implement  the  mitigation  measures  other  than 
the  City  of  Modesto;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  has  determined  that  the  Easement  is 
surplus  to  the  needs  of  any  of  the  utilities  under  its  jurisdiction,  provided  that  the  conditions  set 
forth  above  are  satisfied,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  of  the  conveyance  of  this  Easement  to  Modesto  for  $35,000  paid  by 
Developer;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  finds  that  offering  the  Easement  for  sale 
by  competitive  bidding  is  impractical  given  that  Modesto  has  the  power  of  eminent  domain. 
Developer  is  willing  to  pay  full  appraised  value  for  the  Easement,  Modesto,  Developer  and 
Caltrans  are  the  only  potential  purchasers  of  the  Easement  for  roadway  and  sidewalk  purposes, 
and  Caltrans  has  declined  to  acquire  the  Easement;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
Sale  Agreement  and  Easement  Agreement  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC 
and/or  the  City  Director  of  Property,  following  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of  conveyance  of 
the  Easement,  to  execute  the  Sale  Agreement  and  Easement  Agreement  and  enter  into  any 
amendments  or  modifications  to  the  Sale  Agreement  and  Easement  Agreement,  including 
without  limitation,  modification,  addition,  or  deletion  of  exhibits  and  to  enter  into  any  related 
documents,  instruments,  memorandum,  or  other  agreements  reasonably  necessary  to 
consummate  the  transaction  contemplated  in  the  Sale  Agreement  and  Easement  Agreement,  that 
the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  liabilities  or  obligations  of  the  City  or  materially 
diminish  the  benefits  to  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent 
of  the  Easement  Agreement  or  this  Resolution;  and  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including 
the  City  Charter. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  July  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0157 


WHEREAS,  Due  to  the  unique  complexities  of  the  design  and  construction  required  for 
the  proposed  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  (SEP)  New  Headworks  Facility,  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  determined  that  using  a Construction 
Manager/General  Contractor  (CM/GC)  approach  for  the  project  delivery  would  achieve  cost 
savings  and  time  efficiencies,  and  is  in  the  public’s  best  interest;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  a qualified  firm  to  provide 
Contractor  input  and  review  services  during  engineering  design;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  the  time  that  a contract  for  the  proposed  work  herein  is  certified,  the 
contract  will  include  a provision  that  no  construction  activity  will  begin  on  the  project  prior  to 
certification  of  the  CEQA  document,  Commission  review  of  the  CEQA  documents,  adoption  of 
CEQA  findings,  if  the  Commission  approves  the  proposed  project,  and  receipt  of  any  required 
resource  agency  permits;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  cost  of  the  CM/GC  agreement  is  estimated  to  be  $225,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  contract  duration  is  five  (5)  years  from  Notice-To-Proceed  to 
completion;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division,  in  consultation  with  the  Contract 
Administration  Bureau,  will  establish  the  appropriate  Local  Business  Enterprise  subcontracting 
goal  prior  to  the  advertisement  of  the  CM/GC  contract  Request  for  Proposal;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  60  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  contract  will  be  available  from  the  proposed  Project  No. 
CWWSIPSE02-  SEP  New  Headworks  (Grit)  Replacement  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  issue  a request  for  qualifications  and  then  issue  a request  for  proposals  for  the 
proposed  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  funded  Agreement  No.  WW-628,  Southeast 
Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  New  Headworks  Facility,  a Construction  Manager/General 
Contractor  agreement  (CM/GC)  to  construct  a proposed  new  Headworks  facility  at  the  SEP  for 
an  amount  estimated  to  be  $225,000,000;  receive  qualifications  and  issue  a request  for  proposals 
to  qualified  respondents  for  said  CM/GC  agreement;  conduct  a selection  process  to  identify  the 
best  qualified  firm  to  provide  CM/GC  services,  and  then  return  to  the  Commission  for  award 
and  authorization  to  execute  an  agreement;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  rely 
upon  the  contracting  authority  in  Administrative  Code  Chapter  6,  as  recently  amended  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  effective  on  August  1,  2015; 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  award  and  administration  of  any  agreement  entered 
into  pursuant  to  this  authorization  will  be  subject  to  any  administrative  provisions  subsequently 
approved  by  the  Commission  applicable  to  CM/GC  contracts. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  14,  2015. 


f 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0158 


WHEREAS,  On  June  11,  2013,  per  Resolution  No.  13-0098,  this  Commission  authorized 
the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  or  his  designee 
to  execute  Grant  Agreements  with  San  Francisco  property  owners  for  grant  assistance  to  install 
flood  barriers  and/or  sewer  backflow  preventers  to  minimize  floodwater  intrusion  into  their  San 
Francisco  property,  subject  to  availability  of  funding;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  allocation  was  $250,000  from  the  WWE  Operations  budget, 
with  future  funding  to  be  re-evaluated  and  separately  approved;  and 

WHEREAS,  A modification  of  the  Floodwater  Grant  Program  is  being  requested  to 
expand  the  types  of  eligible  projects  to  additionally  encourage  the  construction  of  flood  walls 
and/or  special  projects  including  doorway  adjustments/modifications  and  associated  stairs; 
doorway  waterproofing;  grade  adjustments  to  property  owned  by  the  Applicant; 
plumbing/drainage  modifications,  or  projects  of  a similar  nature/scale)  proposed  by  property 
owners  to  lower  their  risk  of  damage/harm  due  to  flooding  caused  by  rainstorms;  and  to  increase 
the  overall  program  allocation  to  $2,000,000,  subject  to  the  budget  and  fiscal  provisions  of  the 
Charter;  and 

WHEREA8,  The  estimated  budget  for  the  proposed  grant  assistance  program  will  be 
appropriated  in  Fiscal  Year  15/16  and  requested  in  Fiscal  Year  16/17,  and  grants  awarded  subject 
to  availability  of  funds;  and 

WHEREAS,  Grant  applications  have  been  accepted  since  July  2013  and  will  continue  to 
be  awarded  on  a first-come  first-served  basis;  and 

WHEREAS,  $250,000  was  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  FY15/16  in  the 
WWE  Operations  budget,  which  will  be  used  to  fund  the  initial  projects  received.  If  additional 
applications  are  received  in  FY15/16,  additional  funds  will  be  requested  from  the  Commission. 
The  remaining  funds  (up  to  a total  of  $2,000,000)  will  be  requested  in  future  budgets,  starting 
with  FY16/17;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  action  does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15378(b)(4)  because  the  proposed  Grant  Assistance 
Program  creates  a government  funding  mechanism  which  does  not  involve  commitment  to  any 
specific  project  which  may  result  in  a potentially  significant  physical  impact  on  the  environment. 
At  the  present  time,  it  is  not  practical  to  identify  specific  structures  that  may  qualify  for  grants 
for  exterior  projects;  however,  changes  to  character-defining  exterior  features  of  individual 
buildings  may  be  subject  to  subsequent  environmental  review  during  the  building  permit 
application  review  process.  Under  the  Revised  Grant  Guidelines  and  Terms,  project  applications 
reviewed  by  the  SFPUC  will  be  granted  preliminary  funding  approval  but  final  grant  approval 
will  be  contingent  upon  issuance  of  necessary  permits  and  compliance  with  CEQA;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  proposed  modifications  to  the 
Floodwater  Management  Grant  Program;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  or 
his  designee  to  execute  Grant  Agreements  with  applicants  for  Grant  Assistance  for  Floodwater 
Management  for  San  Francisco  property  owners  who  have  an  active  SFPUC  account  for 
wastewater  services  under  the  modified  program,  subject  to  availability  of  funding. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0159 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  the  management  and  control  of  the 
Community  Choice  Aggregation  (CCA)  program  is  the  responsibility  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ord.  No.  146-07,  Section  1(a)); 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  established  a CCA  program  in 
2004  (Ordinance  86-04)  and  has  implemented  the  program,  called  CleanPowerSF,  through  the 
work  of  the  SFPUC  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco  Local  Agency  Formation 
Commission  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ords.  146-07,  147-07and  232-09);  and 

WHEREAS,  In  June  2007,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  a Draft  Implementation 
Plan  per  Ordinance  147-07  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ord.  No.  147-07,  Section  5);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  completed  a Request  For  Information  (issued  November 
2007),  a Request  for  Qualifications  (issued  April  2009)  and  a Request  for  Proposals  (issued 
November  2009)  and  revised  the  Draft  IP  as  envisioned  by  Ordinance  147-07;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  seek  the  approval  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  file  a revised  IP  with  the  CPUC  (SFPUC  Res.  No.  10-0019),  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  subsequently  adopted  the  revised  IP  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ord.  No.  45- 
10),  and  authorized  its  filing  with  the  CPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  CPUC  certified  receipt  of  the  IP  on  May  18,  2010;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  significant  CCA- 
related  changes  after  May  18,  2010,  including:  1)  a goal  of  a 100%  renewable  portfolio  at 
program  launch,  and  2)  negotiating  contracts  with  Shell  Energy  North  America  for  electricity 
supply  and  Noble  Americas  for  customer  care  and  administrative  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  CPUC  directed  existing  CCAs  to  file  an  updated  CCA  IP  conforming 
with  customer  data  privacy  protections  recently  established  by  the  CPUC  (CPUC  Decision  12- 
08-045,  Ordering  Paragraph  10);  and 

WHEREAS,  Those  CCA-related  developments  resulted  in  material  changes  to  the 
certified  2010  IP  and  necessitated  re-filing  with  the  CPUC  on  November  21,  2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  CPUC  certified  receipt  of  the  revised  IP  on  June  7,  2013;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  considered  and  adopted  further  changes  to  the  CCA 
program  since  June  7,  2013,  including:  1)  leading  with  affordability;  2)  providing  two  product 
options,  a default  product  that  is  33%  to  50%  renewable  at  launch  and  a premium  product  that  is 
100%  renewable  at  launch;  3)  adopting  a ratemaking  methodology  for  the  default  product  that 
results  in  total  customer  bills  that  are  equal  to  or  less  than  PG&E  at  program  launch  (SFPUC 
Res.  No.  15-0112);  4)  managing  energy  supply  directly  rather  than  contracting  with  a single 
third  party;  and  5)  issuing  a new  RFP  for  customer  care  and  administrative  services;  and 


WHEREAS,  These  changes  to  the  CCA  program  require  filing  an  updated  IP  with  the 
CPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  Approval  of  the  2015  Updated  IP  by  this  Commission  and  filing  at  the 
CPUC  would  not  fall  within  the  definition  of  an  approval  action  subject  to  CEQA.  The  2015 
Updated  IP  is  not  a “project”  under  CEQA  Guidelines  Sections  15378(b)(4)  and  15387(b)(5), 
which  exclude  from  the  definition  of  “project”  the  “creation  of  government  funding 
mechanisms  or  other  government  fiscal  activities  which  do  not  involve  any  commitment  to  any 
specific  project  which  may  result  in  a potentially  significant  physical  impact  on  the 
environment”  and  “organizational  or  administrative  activities  of  governments  that  will  not  result 
in  direct  or  indirect  physical  changes  in  the  environment”;  and 

WHEREAS,  Before  making  any  future  decisions  to  construct  or  cause  the  construction 
of  specific  renewable  energy  projects  subject  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
(CEQA)  the  SFPUC  would  consider  any  environmental  review  documents  prepared  by  the  City 
or  other  CEQA  lead  agency  in  compliance  with  CEQA  and,  if  it  approves  such  projects,  the 
SFPUC  would  adopt  any  required  CEQA  findings  as  part  of  such  approval  actions;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  PU  Code  Section  366.2(c)(3),  any  subsequent  changes  to  an  IP 
shall  be  adopted  at  a public  hearing  and  filed  with  the  CPUC;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  approves  the  attached  2015  Updated  CCA 
Implementation  Plan  and  Statement  of  Intent;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  file 
the  2015  Updated  CCA  Implementation  Plan  and  Statement  of  Intent  with  the  California  Public 
Utilities  Commission. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  14,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Flail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  sen/ices  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood  @ sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


mmmm'  (4is>  5544pt^aimgdhood@sfwater.orai 

HfiiMDonna  Hoodf&tL 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas,  de  ser  requeridas,  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  el  Secretario  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planning.oro/index.aspx?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  July  1 4,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Progress  on  Achieving  Water  Supply  Levels  of  Service 

d)  Sewer  Inspection  and  Replacement  Update 

e)  Assignment  Agreement  for  Contract  No.  CS-169,  Planning  and  Engineering 
Services,  Central  Bayside  System  Improvement  Project 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

7.  Citizens’  Advisory  Committee  Update  (Aragon) 

8.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3 1 65,  Fax:  (4 15)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

9.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-167A,  Comprehensive 
Technical  Services  for  Renewable  & Advanced  Energy  Generation  Systems  with 
AEPC  Group,  LLC,  to  provide  assistance  with  the  evaluation,  project 


development,  permitting,  project  implementation,  and  construction  of  renewable 
and  advanced  energy  technologies  and  projects;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement 
by  $1,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $3,250,000,  with  no 
change  to  the  agreement  duration.  (Hale) 

b)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  accept  an  additional  award  of  up  to 

$123,042  to  be  disbursed  from  Solano  County  Water  Agency  (SCWA)  for  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  high-efficiency  toilet 
incentive  programs  from  the  State  grant  fund,  for  a total  award  of  up  to 
$986,042.  The  current  request  seeks  to  increase  funding  to  the  SFPUC  through 
an  amended  agreement  between  the  State  and  the  grant’s  fiscal  agent  Bay  Area 
Clean  Water  Agencies,  dated  January  27,  2015.  The  amendment  resulted  in  a 
reallocation  of  funds  for  eligible  water  conservation  programs  among  Bay  Area 
water  utilities  participating  in  the  grant.  (Ritchie) 

c)  Approve  the  Sewer  System  Management  Plan  for  the  San  Francisco 

Separate  Sanitary  Sewer  System  to  address  Sanitary  Sewer  Overflows,  which 
applies  to  entities  that  own  or  operate  sanitary  sewer  systems  greater  than  one 
mile  in  length  that  collect  and/or  convey  untreated  or  partially  treated  wastewater 
to  a publicly  owned  treatment  facility.  This  is  required  by  the  State  Water  Board’s 
Statewide  General  Waste  Discharge  Requirements  for  Sanitary  Sewer  Systems, 
Water  Quality  Order  No.  2006-0003.  (Moala) 

REGULAR  SESSION 

10.  Approve  the  Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  for  existing  contract  No.  CS- 

169,  Planning  and  Engineering  Services,  Central  Bayside  System  Improvement 
Project;  Approve  Modification  No.  1;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  of  the  existing  Agreement  from 
MWH/URS  Joint  Venture  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  subject  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18;  and  if  approved,  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  Modification  No.  1 of  the  existing 
Agreement  once  assigned  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  to  adjust  terms  to  reflect  changes 
necessary  due  to  the  Assignment.  (How) 

1 1 . Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  United  States  Geological 
Survey  (USGS),  for  technical  support  to  develop  a watershed  hydrological  model  for 
the  Alameda  Creek  watershed  using  the  GSFLOW  model  created  by  the  USGS,  for 

an  amount  not  to  exceed  $50,000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years.  (How) 

12.  Workshop  #2  - Power  Business  Plan:  Second  of  two  workshops  to  discuss  the 

Power  Enterprise  Business  Plan  recommendations  for  business  strategies  and  risk 
mitigation  plans  to  meet  enterprise  goals,  address  changing  regulations  and 
increasing  costs,  and  maintain  and  strengthen  the  financial  stability  of  the  SFPUC’s 
power  operations.  (Hale) 


13.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 


14.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Thomas  Mitch  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 4-542654 
City  Attorney  File:  150612/Date  Filed:  November  12,  2014 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Yoshio  Haraguchi  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 4-541 209 
City  Attorney  File:  150238/Date  Filed:  August  15,  2013 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitigated  Claim 

M Squared  Construction,  Inc.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Unlitigated  File  No.:  15-02838/Date  Filed  May  1, 2015 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 


20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER  15-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 


Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

26.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

27.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

28.  Other  new  business. 

29.  Adjournment 
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1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:32  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Vietor 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  July  14,  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes  of  July  14,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Francisco  DaCosta  provided  thoughts  on  the  Hunters  Point  Shipyard  site 
parcels  and  discussed  decisions  that  need  to  be  made. 

• Mr.  David  Pilpel  noted  minor  corrections  to  the  minutes. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Progress  on  Achieving  Water  Supply  Levels  of  Service 

d)  Sewer  Inspection  and  Replacement  Update 

e)  Assignment  Agreement  for  Contract  No.  CS-169.  Planning  and  Engineering 
Services,  Central  Bavside  System  Improvement  Project 

President  Caen  congratulated  staff  on  the  sewer  inspection  and  replacement 
activity.  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM)  Moala  thanked  President  Caen  and 
discussed  the  inspection  process. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

7.  Citizens’  Advisory  Committee  (CAC)  Update 

Ms.  Wendy  Aragon,  CAC  Chair,  provided  an  update.  She  stated  Ms.  Rebecca  Lee 
was  recently  elected  as  Vice  Chair.  She  discussed  resolutions  passed  and  noted 
priorities  for  the  year.  She  thanked  President  Caen  for  attending  their  last  meeting; 
and  thanked  Mr.  David  Pilpel  for  his  sen/ice  to  the  CAC.  She  stated  Ms.  Amy  Zock 
has  been  placed  in  Mr.  Pilpel’s  seat. 

Ms.  Aragon  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Courtney  on  current  CAC 
resolutions.  He  requested  during  the  next  CAC  update  other  members  attend  to  be 
recognized. 
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Public  Comments 


• Mr.  Pilpel  expressed  thanks  for  the  opportunity  to  serve  on  the  CAC. 

8.  Report  of  the  General  Manager  (GM) 

AGM  Moala  discussed  a recent  Declaration  of  Emergency,  made  in  response  to  a 
break  in  a cast  iron  pipe  at  Islais  Creek.  He  noted  that  no  untreated  sewage  was 
discharged  and  repairs  were  being  made. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Francisco  DaCosta  stated  that  a detailed  report  on  the  break  should  be  given 
and  asked  why  the  pipe  was  compromised. 

• Dr.  Espanola  Jackson  discussed  a memo  from  the  Coalition  of  San  Francisco 
Neighborhoods,  noting  Bayview  Hunters  Point  isn’t  on  the  list.  She  provided  a list 
from  CAC  that  did  not  include  Bayview  Hunters  Point.  She  discussed  the  need 
for  information  flow  to  the  Bayview  community. 

President  Caen  requested  that  General  Manager  (GM)  Kelly  schedule  a September 
joint  meeting  with  the  Southeast  Facility  Commission. 

AGM  Steve  Ritchie,  Water,  updated  the  Commission  on  a water  main  break  on  the 
San  Andreas  Pipeline  No.  2.  He  noted  actions  being  taken  to  repair  the  break.  He 
confirmed  that  customers  were  never  without  water  service.  He  reported  that  water 
emptied  through  a drainage  canal,  and  there  was  no  structural  damage  reported. 

a)  Drought  Update 

AGM  Ritchie  provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed  current  reservoir  and 
water  bank  storage  levels;  Cumulative  precipitation;  Total  deliveries;  Nine-county 
Bay  Area  lowest  per  capita  consumption  (noting  12  of  the  lowest  being  San 
Francisco  customers);  May  2015  Demand  Reductions  by  Region;  San  Francisco 
Bay  Area  Retailer  reduction;  Leak  Notification  Pilot  Program;  and  State  Water 
Board  enforcement  actions. 

In  response  to  a question  from  President  Caen,  AGM  Ritchie  stated  that  no  new 
information  has  been  received  regarding  water  rights. 

Commissioner  Courtney  left  the  meeting  room  at  2:04  PM. 

b)  CCA  Update 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  gave  an  update  on  the  CCA  implementation 
schedule  and  key  milestones,  stating  that  overall  the  schedule  is  on-time.  She 
discussed  action  items  scheduled  for  July  and  August,  including  the  RFO  for 
program  electric  resource  supplies  which  is  due  August  3,  2015. 

In  response  to  a question  from  President  Caen,  AGM  Hale  stated  there  are  no 
issues.  She  discussed  two  proposed  ballot  measures,  one  sponsored  by  IBEW 
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and  the  other  sponsored  by  Supervisor  Breed.  She  noted  a special  Board  of 
Supervisor  (BOS)  meeting  is  being  scheduled  to  discuss  the  measures. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  Executive  Officer,  LAFCo,  indicated  that  the  August  3rd  RFO 
deadline  is  critical  for  an  on-time  launch.  He  discussed  the  BOS  special 
meeting  and  proposed  a fall  joint  meeting  with  LAFCo. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Calendar  items. 

9.  Consent  Calendar: 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-167A.  Comprehensive 
Technical  Services  for  Renewable  & Advanced  Energy  Generation  Systems  with 
AEPC  Group,  LLC,  to  provide  assistance  with  the  evaluation,  project 
development,  permitting,  project  implementation,  and  construction  of  renewable 
and  advanced  energy  technologies  and  projects;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  bv 
$1 .000.000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $3.250.000.  with  no 
change  to  the  agreement  duration.  (Resolution  15-0162) 

b)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  accept  an  additional  award  of  up  to  $123,042 
to  be  disbursed  from  Solano  County  Water  Agency  (SCWA)  for  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  high-efficiency  toilet  incentive  programs 
from  the  State  grant  fund,  for  a total  award  of  up  to  $986,042.  The  current  reguest 
seeks  to  increase  funding  to  the  SFPUC  through  an  amended  agreement 
between  the  State  and  the  grant’s  fiscal  agent  Bay  Area  Clean  Water  Agencies, 
dated  January  27,  2015.  The  amendment  resulted  in  a reallocation  of  funds  for 
eligible  water  conservation  programs  among  Bay  Area  water  utilities  participating 
in  the  grant.  (Resolution  15-0163) 

c)  Approve  the  Sewer  System  Management  Plan  for  the  San  Francisco  Separate 
Sanitary  Sewer  System  to  address  Sanitary  Sewer  Overflows,  which  applies  to 
entities  that  own  or  operate  sanitary  sewer  systems  greater  than  one  mile  in 
length  that  collect  and/or  convey  untreated  or  partially  treated  wastewater  to  a 
publicly  owned  treatment  facility.  This  is  reguired  bv  the  State  Water  Board’s 
Statewide  General  Waste  Discharge  Reguirements  for  Sanitary  Sewer  Systems, 
Water  Quality  Order  No.  2006-0003.  (Resolution  15-0164) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  items  9a,  through  9c: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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REGULAR  SESSION 


President  Caen  requested  that  item  10  be  delayed  until  Commissioner  Courtney 
returned  to  the  meeting  room.  She  asked  the  Commission  Secretary  to  read  item  1 1. 

11.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  United  States  Geological  Survey 
(USGS),  for  technical  support  to  develop  a watershed  hydrological  model  for  the 
Alameda  Creek  watershed  using  the  GSFLOW  model  created  bv  the  USGS,  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $50,000  and  with  a duration  of  two  years.  (Resolution  15- 
0165) 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM,  Infrastructure,  introduced  the  item  and  requested  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  itemll: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

Commissioner  Courtney  returned  to  the  meeting  room  at  2:17  PM. 

10.  Approve  the  Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  for  existing  contract  No.  CS-169, 
Planning  and  Engineering  Services,  Central  Bavside  System  Improvement  Project: 
Approve  Modification  No.  1 ; and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  of  the  existing  Agreement  from  MWH/URS  Joint 
Venture  to  MWH  Americas.  Inc.,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18;  and  if  approved,  authorize  the  General  Manager 
to  negotiate  and  execute  Modification  No.  1 of  the  existing  Agreement  once 
assigned  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.,  to  adjust  terms  to  reflect  changes  necessary  due 
to  the  Assignment.  (Resolution  15-0166) 

AGM  How  introduced  the  item.  She  discussed  the  need  for  the  assignment  due  to 
conflicts  and  requested  approval. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  the  Commission  for  granting  his  request  to 
reschedule  the  item  from  the  last  meeting  and  stated  his  concerns  and  questions 
had  been  addressed. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  David  Pilpel  asked  if  there  were  any  other  outstanding  conflicts  with  AECOM 
or  UPS.  GM  Kelly  responded  there  were  none. 

Commissioner  Moran  expressed  concern  with  the  industry  trend  to  consolidate 
ownership,  which  could  affect  SFPUC  business.  He  requested  information  on  how  to 
respond  to  that  change  in  the  business  climate.  GM  Kelly  provided  a historical 
review  of  past  acquisitions. 


SFPUC  Minutes 
July  28,  2015 


Page  5 


• Mr.  Francisco  Da  Costa  discussed  prime  contracting  and  outside  organizational 
influence. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  10: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

11.  Workshop  #2  - Power  Business  Plan:  Second  of  two  workshops  to  discuss  the 
Power  Enterprise  Business  Plan  recommendations  for  business  strategies  and  risk 
mitigation  plans  to  meet  enterprise  goals,  address  changing  regulations  and 
increasing  costs,  and  maintain  and  strengthen  the  financial  stability  of  the  SFPUC’s 
power  operations. 

AGM  Hale  began  the  second  workshop  with  a recap  of  the  first.  She  provided  an 
overview  of  the  current  10-year  financial  plan,  noting  it  relies  on  financial  solutions  to 
remain  in  balance.  She  discussed  revenue  and  cost-containment  options  available. 

AGM  Hale  introduced  six  recommended  priority  strategies,  which  support  each  other 
to  change  operations  and  spending  priorities: 

Strategy  1:  Affordable  access  to  PG&E’s  distribution  grid:  Ms.  Hale  noted  the 
SFPUC  is  reliant  on  fair  terms  for  access  to  PG&E’s  distribution  grid  and  indicated 
the  expiring  agreement  puts  fair  distribution  access  at  risk.  She  reviewed  distribution 
access  activates  (near-term  priority). 

Strategy  2:  Grow  sales  to  maximize  Hetch  Hetchv  value  for  San  Francisco:  Ms.  Hale 
discussed  the  customer  segments,  noting  service  requirements  and  costs  vary.  She 
stated  discretionary  revenue  varies  and  Full- Pay,  Full-Service  is  highest. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  the  sale  of 
power  for  CCA. 

Ms.  Hale  discussed  the  Full-Pay,  Full-Sen/ice  needed  to  build  on  core  service 
offerings,  and  she  reviewed  targeted  wholesale  and  CCA  service  offerings.  She 
stated  that  meeting  the  sales  growth  targets  will  help  match  sales/demand  with 
supplies,  and  reviewed  the  current  and  projected  power  supply  and  demand.  AGM 
Hale  discussed  increased  purchasing  needs  risks  and  mitigations;  noted  Full-pay, 
Full-Service  offers  margin  headroom  to  cover  price  risk;  described  the  benefits  of 
purchasing  additional  supplies;  and  stated  most  POU’s  are  net  purchasers. 

Ms.  Hale  responded  to  a request  from  President  Caen  for  an  example  of  Full-Pay, 
Full-Sen/ice  customers. 

Ms.  Hale  described  the  challenges  of  growing  sales;  sales  growth  key  takeaways; 
and  customers  and  sales  growth  implementation. 

Strategy  3:  Pace  supply  costs  with  customer  growth:  AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  10- 
year  operating  and  capital  budgets,  stating  there  will  be  $2.2B  in  spending  over  10 
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years.  She  reviewed  the  current  business  model  and  supply  challenges  and 
conditions.  She  discussed  the  supply  spending  on  the  Powerhouses,  Mountain 
Tunnel,  and  grid  connections.  She  reviewed  the  Powerhouse  supply  contributions; 
annualized  cost  per  MWh  Powerhouse  plus  grid;  and  Supply  cost  comparisons  by 
Powerhouse.  Ms.  Hale  reviewed  supply  management  key  takeaways  and  supply 
management  implementation. 

Strategy  4:  Streamline  Transmission  spending:  AGM  Hale  discussed  transmission 
challenges  and  volumetric  rates;  spending  on  transmission  segments  redundant  to 
CAISO;  and  transmission  operations.  She  reviewed  key  transmission  takeaways  and 
transmission  implementation. 

Strategy  5:  Invest  strategically  in  distribution:  Ms.  Hale  discussed  PG&E’s 
transmission  grid  and  indicated  that  reliance  on  PG&E’s  grid  has  risks.  She 
described  investment  opportunities.  She  reviewed  key  takeaways  and  distribution 
investment  implementation. 

Strategy  6:  Achieve  commercial  speed:  AGM  Hale  discussed  organizational  realities; 
and  commercial  speed  implementation. 

Ms.  Hale  reviewed  projected  results,  including  the  current  and  projected  customer 
mix;  current  and  projected  annual  gross  revenue;  projected  value  (10  years); 
financial  results  (10  years);  financial  stability  improvements;  and  projected  climate 
action  gains. 

AGM  Hale  outlined  the  investment  and  resource  need,  noting  it  is  an  intensive  City- 
wide effort.  She  described  next  steps  and  provided  recommendations. 

President  Caen  thanked  AGM  Hale  for  her  presentation. 

Commissioner  Moran  discussed  challenges  that  need  to  be  resolved,  including  a 
financial  future  based  on  a new  customer  base.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

AGM  Hale  thanked  Ms.  Meg  Meal  and  Ms.  Karina  Leung  for  their  work. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Francisco  DaCosta  said  the  Raker  Act  needs  to  be  revisited.  He  discussed 
electric  distribution;  litigation  between  SFPUC  and  PG&E;  and  the  need  to 
evaluate  water  and  wastewater. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  Executive  Officer,  LAFCo,  thanked  Ms.  Hale  for  her 
presentation.  He  discussed  pricing  options,  Interconnection  Agreement,  Shipyard 
development,  and  the  possibility  of  battery  storage. 

GM  Kelly  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen  for  a ballpark  figure  for  the 
cost  of  transmission  lines  to  the  Shipyard  development. 
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• Mr.  David  Pilpel  discussed  asset  management;  PG&E  negotiations;  expansion  of 
Newark  transmission  line;  Cal  ISO  rate  structure  change;  targeted  distribution 
investment;  power-first  approach;  energy  efficiency  programs  through  DOE;  and 
General  Fund  rates  increase. 

12.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

13.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items  14,  15  and  16,  and  indicated 
that  items  1 7 through  24  would  not  be  heard. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3:20  PM. 

14.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)(1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)(1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Thomas  Mitch  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 4-542654 
City  Attorney  File:  150612/Date  Filed:  November  12,  2014 
(Resolution  15-0167) 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Yoshio  Haraguchi  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 4-541 209 
City  Attorney  File:  150238/Date  Filed:  August  15,  2013 
(Resolution  15-0168) 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitigated  Claim 

M Squared  Construction.  Inc,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Unlitigated  File  No.:  15-02838/Date  Filed  May  1. 2015 
Resolution  (15-0169) 
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17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No,:  CGC-1 3-52931 0/Date  Filed:  June  6,  2013 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)(1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015- 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)(1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35. 15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015- 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
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§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2HiiO:  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 


23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)(1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Session  at  3:31  PM. 

25.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  items  14,  15,  and  16  were  settled. 

26.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  no  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon. 

27.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

28.  Adjournment 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  3:33  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0162 


WHEREAS,  On  August  28,  2012  per  Resolution  No.  12-0148,  this  Commission  awarded 
Agreement  No.  CS-167.A,  Comprehensive  Technical  Services  for  Renewable  & Advanced 
Energy  Generation  Systems,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the 
amount  of  $2,250,000,  and  with  a term  of  five  years,  concluding  on  September  29,  2017,  with 
AEPC  Group,  LLC;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $1,000,000,  increasing  the  total 
not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $3,250,000,  in  order  to  continue  supporting  development  of 
renewable  and  advanced  energy  generation  technologies  and  related  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub-consulting  goal  of  8%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for 
this  agreement,  and  the  Contractor,  AEPC  Group,  LLC,  has  committed  to  an  LBE  subconsultant 
participation  goal  of  10.8%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Small  Renewables  Account 
CUH993,  Small  Hydro  Account  CUH994,  Civic  Center  Solar  Account  CUH988,  and  Sustainable 
Energy  Account  CUH947;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-167.A,  Comprehensive  Technical  Services  for  Renewable  & Advanced  Energy 
Generation  Systems,  with  AEPC  Group,  LLC,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,000,000,  for  a 
total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $3,250,000,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  duration. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


sssSss 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0163 


WHEREAS,  On  October  30,  2008  the  Commission  approved  the  Phased  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  Variant  (Phased  WSIP  Variant)  in  Commission  Resolution  No.  08-0200;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Phased  WSIP  Variant  included  the  development  of  10  million  gallons  per  day 
(mgd)  in  conservation,  recycled  water,  and  groundwater  in  San  Francisco  by  2018;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  is  promoting  water  conservation  to  help  meet  the  10  mgd  goal  by 
2018; and 

WHEREAS,  Replacement  of  higher- volume  toilets  with  lower- volume  models  among  San 
Francisco  retail  customer  accounts  is  a fundamental  component  of  the  SFPUC’s  water  conservation 
program  and  will  assist  the  SFPUC  in  meeting  its  long-term  demand  reduction  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  behalf  of  numerous  public  agencies  located  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area,  Bay 
Area  Clean  Water  Agencies  (BACWA)  applied  for  and  received  a Proposition  84  Integrated  Regional 
Water  Management  Grant  (State  Grant)  from  the  State  of  California,  Department  of  Water  Resources 
(DWR)  in  the  amount  of  $30,093,592,  to  help  fund  the  implementation  and  operation  of  various  regional 
water  conservation,  water  recycling,  ecosystem  restoration,  green  infrastructure,  and  flood  management- 
watershed  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  Grant  includes  $9,191,685  to  fund  water  conservation  programs  for  the 
following  Participating  Agencies:  Alameda  County  Water  District,  Bay  Area  Water  Supply  and 
Conservation  Agency,  City  of  Napa,  Contra  Costa  Water  District,  East  Bay  Municipal  Utilities  District, 
Sonoma  County  Water  Agency,  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  Solano  County  Water  Agency,  Marin  Municipal  Water  District,  Zone  7 Water  Agency, 
Alameda  County  Waste  Management  Authority  (StopWaste.org),  and  the  Napa  County  Flood  Control 
and  Water  Conservation  District;  and 

WHEREAS,  Solano  County  Water  Agency  (SCWA)and  BACWA  have  entered  into  an 
Implementation  Agreement  dated.  May  7,  2012,  by  which  BACWA  agrees  to  disburse  funding  from  the 
State  Grant  to  SCWA  for  SCWA  to  use  in  administration  and  performance  of  eligible  Projects  under  the 
State  Grant;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  Grant  permits  SCWA  to  pass  State  Grant  funds  through  to  Participating 
Agencies  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  State  Grant;  and 

WHEREAS,  SCWA  wishes  to  pass  State  Grant  funds  through  to  the  SFPUC  to  use  in  the 
performance  of  high-efficiency  toilet  installation  and  customer  financial  incentive  rebate  program 
services;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  executed  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  Solano  County  Water  Agency  (Attachment  A)  on  July  24, 
2012  for  the  administration  and  disbursement  of  State  Grant  funds  for  SFPUC  high-efficiency  toilet 
installation  and  customer  financial  incentive  rebate  programs  funded  in  part  by  a grant  from  the 
Department  of  Water  Resources  (DWR); 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  receive  State  Grant  funds,  and  is  willing  to  cooperate  in 
fulfilling  SCWA's  obligations  under  the  State  Grant  requirements;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  SFPUC  funding  for  high-efficiency  toilet  installation  is  not  to  exceed 
$5.3  million;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  funds  for  the  program  are  available  through  the  Water  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC’s  high-efficiency  toilet  program  has  received  reimbursement  for 
$863,00  of  toilet  installations  from  the  State  grant  funds  and  is  eligible  to  receive  an  additional  award  of 
$123,042  authorized  through  an  amended  grant  agreement  and  Project  budget  between  DWR  and 
BACWA;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC’s  cost-share  is  of  the  State  Grant  funds  is  $1,150,625,  of  which  $986,042 
will  be  provided  through  grant  funding.  The  remaining  $4,313,958,  will  be  paid  from  funds  available  in 
the  Water  Enterprise  operating  budget,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  terms  for  State  Grant  funds  will  be  in  effect  as  long  as  the  Implementation 
Agreement  between  BACWA  and  SCWA  is  in  effect  for  eligible  projects  initiated  on  or  after  August  17, 
2011,  that  meet  State  Grant  program  requirements;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  authorize  the  acceptance  of  up  to  $123,042  of  additional  grant 
funding  for  a total  award  of  up  to  $986,042  through  the  SFPUC’s  Memorandum  of  Understanding  with 
the  Solano  County  Water  Agency  for  Implementation  of  a Regional  Water  Conservation  Program 
Funded  in  Part  by  Grant  Funds  from  the  California  Department  of  Water  Resources. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  2015. 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0164 


WHEREAS,  The  California  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (SWRCB),  Statewide 
General  Waste  Discharge  Requirements  (WDR)  Order  No.  2006-0003-DWQ,  requires  all  public 
entities  that  own  or  operate  sanitary  sewer  systems  greater  than  one  mile  in  length,  which  convey 
partially  treated  or  untreated  wastewater  to  a publicly  owned  treatment  facility,  prepare  and 
implement  a system-specific  “Sewer  System  Management  Plan”  (SSMP);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Sewer  System  Management  Plan  is  designed  to  address  and  reduce 
occurrences  of  Sanitary  Sewer  Overflows  (SSOs)  from  the  Sanitary  Sewer  System  by  requiring 
inclusion  of  specific  elements  that  when  implemented  will  better  manage  and  control  SSOs;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  is  primarily  served  by  a Combined  Sewer  System  (CSS)  but 
has  approximately  3.4  miles  of  Separate  Sanitary  Sewer  System  pipes;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SSMP  will  be  updated,  as  needed,  to  include  new  areas  that  come  under 
the  City’s  jurisdiction  that  have  Sanitary  Sewer  Systems  (such  as  Mission  Bay,  Candlestick  / 
Hunters  Point,  and  Treasure  Island);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  prepared  an  SSMP  in  response  to  the  SWRCB  WDR  Order 
No.  2006-0003;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SSMP  is  intended  to  facilitate  proper  funding  and  management  of  the 
Sanitary  Sewer  System  and  must  include  provisions  to  provide  proper  and  efficient  management, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  Separate  Sanitary  Sewer  System,  while  taking  into 
consideration  risk  management  and  cost  benefit  analysis;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SSMP  must  also  contain  a spill  response  plan  that  establishes  standard 
procedures  for  immediate  response  to  an  SSO  in  a manner  designed  to  minimize  water  quality 
impacts  and  potential  nuisance  conditions;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  SSMP  has  been  prepared  by  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  in  accordance  with  the  required  elements  within  the  required  completion 
deadlines;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SSMP  must  be  approved  by  the  SFPUC  governing  board  at  a public 
meeting,  pursuant  to  the  CA  SWRCB  WDR  Order  No.  2006-0003-DWQ;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  approves  the  San  Francisco  “Sewer  System 
Management  Plan.” 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0165 


WHEREAS,  A physically-based  watershed  hydrological  model  is  needed  to  support  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission’s  (SFPUC’s)  water  supply  operations;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  timely  development  of  the  hydrological  model  is  essential  in  optimizing 
the  East  Bay  and  Sunol  Valley  operations,  including  Calaveras  and  San  Antonio  Reservoirs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  model  can  contribute  to  other  current  and  future  projects  related  to 
restoration  and  watershed  management  in  the  Alameda  Creek  watershed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Technical  support  from  the  United  States  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  is 
needed  to  develop  the  hydrological  model;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $50,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  August  2015  and  end  in  August  2017, 
and  the  total  duration  of  this  agreement  is  two  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement  from  the  Water  Enterprise — Water  Administration  Budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a Memorandum  of  Agreement  with  the  USGS,  for  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $50,000  and  a total  duration  of  2 years,  for  the  technical  support  related  to 
development  of  a physically-based  watershed  hydrologic  model  for  the  Alameda  Creek 
watershed. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  28,  2015. 


Mill  iMtozL 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0166 


WHEREAS,  On  February  28,  2012,  this  Commission  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-169, 
Planning  and  Engineering  Services,  Central  Bayside  Improvement  Program,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  to  execute  a professional  services  agreement,  in  the  amount  of  $30,000,000 
and  with  a duration  of  nine  years,  to  the  MWH/URS  Joint  Venture  by  Resolution  Number  12- 
0035  subject  to  approval  by  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  15,  2012,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the 
award  of  the  Agreement  to  the  MWH/URS  Joint  Venture  by  Resolution  Number  179-12 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18;  and 

WHEREAS,  To  resolve  a conflict  of  interest  that  arose  in  Agreement  No.  CS-169  as  a 
result  of  AECOM  Technology  Corporation’s  acquisition  of  URS  Corporation,  a partner  in  the 
MWH/URS  Joint  Venture,  the  MWH/URS  Joint  Venture  (“Assignor”)  has  requested  a Consent 
to  Assignment  of  the  Agreement  to  MWH  Americas,  Inc.  (“Assignee”);  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  has  reviewed  the  proposed  Assignment  and  determined  that  the 
Assignee  satisfies  the  requirements  of  the  solicitation  for  Agreement  No.  CS-169  and  the  terms 
of  the  Agreement.  The  original  contractor,  MWH/URS  Joint  Venture,  will  continue  to  be  held 
responsible  for  the  work  performed  under  the  Agreement  to  date;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  to  adjust  terms  to  mitigate  potential 
impacts  on  the  SFPUC  associated  with  this  Assignment,  by  adding  language  regarding  changes 
to  key  personnel  during  the  term  of  the  Agreement,  by  allowing  Jacobs  Engineering,  which  will 
perform  tunnel  engineering,  geotechnical  and  other  related  tasks  required  under  the  Agreement, 
to  apply  the  multiplier  rate  of  2.85  for  services  performed  consistent  with  former  Joint  Venture 
Partner  URS’  multiplier  rate  and,  by  increasing  the  Community  Benefits  obligation  to  a total  of 
$1,050,000;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
Consent  to  Assignment,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors’  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section 
9.1 18,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  Agreement  in  a form  approved  by  the 
City  Attorney;  and 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  If  the  Consent  to  Assignment  is  approved,  this  Commission 
hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-169,  with  MWH  Americas  Inc.,  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  negotiate 
and  execute  this  amendment,  adding  language  regarding  changes  to  key  personnel  during  the 
term  of  the  Agreement,  allowing  Jacobs  Engineering,  the  selected  tunnel  engineering  and 
geotechnical  subcontractor,  to  apply  a multiplier  rate  of  2.85  for  services  performed,  and, 
increasing  the  Community  Benefits  obligation  to  $1,050,000. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  July  28,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  August  11,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.qranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (41 5)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409, 1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civi  c Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater. orq  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance ” (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/ofilipino  (tagalo)  estarcin 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comisibn.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission's  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31,  as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.orq/index.aspx?paqe=;3447.  Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


01TO9T 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 


3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  July  28,  201 5 


4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  WSIP  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 

d)  Annual  Real  Estate  Update 


6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a)  Adoption  of  a Resolution  in  support  of  the  nomination  of  Kathleen  Tiegs  as 
President  of  the  Association  of  California  Water  Agencies  for  the  2016-17  term. 


7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

c)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Report  (Horn) 

• Follow-up:  2012  Job  Order  Contract  Program  Audit,  April  5,  2015 

• Southeast  Community  Investments  Evaluation  Framework 

Phase  I,  April  2015 

d)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Reports  (How) 

e)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  Quarterly  Reports  (Wade) 

• WSIP  Quarterly  Update 

• WSIP  Regional  Report 

• WSIP  Local  Report 

f)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report  (Sandler) 


8.  BAWSCA  Update 


(Sandkulla) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 


9.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

Approve  the  selection  of  KUBRA  Data  Transfer,  Ltd.  (KUBRA);  Award 
Agreement  No.  CS-310,  Electronic  Bill  Presentment  and  Payment  Services,  to 
provide  various  options  for  electronic  bill  presentment  and  payment  and  related 
services,  including  on-line,  mobile,  interactive  voice  response  systems,  and  e- 
Cash  payments  to  SFPUC  customers;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $1,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  five  years.  (Sandler) 

Accept  work  performed  by  Trinet  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  HH-976, 
Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$876,177,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  106  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  four  months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

(How) 

Accept  work  performed  by  Kone,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-526,  Wastewater 
Enterprise  Elevator  Maintenance  and  Repair;  Approve  Modification  No.  3 (Final), 
to  account  for  actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  work  under 
bid  item  allowances,  decreasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  an  additional 
$257,353,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $218,847,  and  with  a total  contract 
duration  of  1 ,188  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  years  and  three 
months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (How) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  Mo.  WW-569, 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  and  Bruce  Flynn  Pump  Station  Fire  Alarm 
System  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of  $746,492,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible 
and  responsive  bidder,  L C General  Engineering  & Construction,  Inc.,  to  remove, 
replace,  and  upgrade  the  existing  deficient  and  deteriorated  facility  alarm  systems 
and  to  install  new  fire  alarm  systems  in  selected  locations.  (How) 

REGULAR  SESSION 

10.  Approve  the  selection  of  Noble  Americas  Energy  Solutions  LLC;  Award  Agreement 
No.  CS-247[R],  Customer  and  Administrative  Services  for  Community  Choice 

i.ii  Aggregation  Program,  to  provide  meter  data  management,  billing,  and  customer 
care  services;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $5,600,000,  and 
^ with  a duration  of  three  years.  (Hale) 

1 1 . Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
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12.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 
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Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

UCS  Dungaree  Company  v.  CCSF 
Unlitigated  File  No.:  15-03104 
Date  Filed  May  22,  2015 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

CCSF  vs.  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 3-529310 

Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013 


co 


m 


1 5.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Johnson) 

Existing  Litigation 

In  re:  Mountain  Cascade  Contract  Litigation 
San  Mateo  County  Sup.  Ct.  Master  File  No.:  CIV  519255 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  131300 
Date  Filed:  June  11,  2013 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21,  2015 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (c)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 
CCSF  v.  AECOM 
City  Law  No.:  1 120061 


1 8.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ammons) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sunol  Valley  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  RG14729649 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  131321 
Date  Filed:  June  18,  2004 

19.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  - Pursuant  to  California  Government 
Code  Section  54956.8  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8  (a)  (2) 

Property 

A portion  of  Alameda  County  Watershed  Lands  known  as  a portion  of  Parcels  61 
and  65,  consisting  of  two  18  hole  golf  courses  and  related  facilities,  located  at  6900 
Mission  Road,  Sunol,  CA. 

Persons  Negotiating: 

SFPUC  - Michael  Carlin 

Other  Party  - Alameda  County  Supervisor  Scott  Haggerty 
Linder  Negotiation:  Price Terms  of  Payment Both  XXX 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 


Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  In  Open  Session 

27.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

28.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

29.  Other  new  business. 


30.  Adjournment. 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


CANCELLATION  NOTICE 


The  Regular  meeting  of  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Tuesday,  August  25,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


HAS  BEEN  CANCELLED 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 

Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.sfwater.org 
Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.comA/iewPublisher.  php?viewjd=22 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
13th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0170 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  is  an  active 
participant  in  the  Association  of  California  Water  Agencies  (ACWA);  and 

WHEREAS,  Director  Kathleen  Tiegs  has  expressed  her  interest  in  serving  as  the  ACWA 
President  for  the  2016-2017  term;  and 

WHEREAS,  Director  Kathleen  Tiegs  has  served  in  a variety  of  leadership  positions  in  the 
ACWA,  including  Vice-President  of  the  Board,  the  Local  Government  Committee,  the 
Groundwater  Committee,  Vice-Chair  of  the  Federal  Affairs  Committee,  Region  9 Board  of 
Directors,  and  as  a member  of  ACWA/JPLA  Executive  Committee;  and 

WHEREAS,  Director  Kathleen  Tiegs  is  committed  to  advancing  the  ACWA’s  Policy 
Principles  and  finding  common  ties  between  members  to  develop  a long-term  strategy  that 
provides  a sustainable  water  future  for  all  members  and  their  constituents;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  supports  the  nomination  of  Director  Kathleen  Tiegs  as 
President  of  the  Association  of  California  Water  Agencies  for  the  2016-2017  term. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  August  11,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0171 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  wishes  to  license 
certain  software  as  a service  (SaaS)  to  provide  various  options  for  electronic  bill  presentment  and 
payment  (EBPP)  and  related  services,  including  on-line,  mobile,  and  interactive  voice  response 
(IVR)  systems,  and  e-Cash  payment,  to  its  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  EBPP  service  provider  to 
provide  specialized  electronic  bill  presentment  and  payment  options  to  supplement  SFPUC 
traditional  mailed  bill  delivery  and  various  payment  methods;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  these  services  is  $1,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  September  2015  and  end  in  September 
2020,  and  the  duration  of  this  agreement  is  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Qualifications  for  these  services  was  advertised  on 
September  6,  2013;  and 

WHEREAS,  After  an  extensive  competitive  bid  process,  SFPUC  staff  review  of  the 
selection  panel  evaluations  and  proposals  resulted  in  the  determination  that  KUBRA  Data 
Transfer,  Ltd.  (KUBRA)  as  the  highest  ranked  consulting  firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B.8  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  the 
Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  waived  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  subcontracting 
requirements  for  this  contract  due  to  the  specialized  nature  of  the  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  A delay  in  awarding  this  agreement  will  prevent  approximately  45,000 
SFPUC  customers  from  continuing  to  receive  an  electronic  version  of  their  water  and  sewer  bills 
and  to  make  their  payments  electronically;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  from  the  Customer  Services 
Bureau’s  annual  operating  budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  KUBRA  Data 
Transfer,  Ltd.  (KUBRA);  awards  Agreement  No.  CS-310,  Electronic  Bill  Presentment  and 
Payment  Services  to  KUBRA,  to  provide  various  options  for  electronic  bill  presentment  and 
payment  and  related  services  to  SFPUC  customers;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  KUBRA  for  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $1,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  five  years,  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not 
successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  August  11,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0172 


WHEREAS,  Trinet  Constaiction,  Inc.  has  completed  Hetchy  System  Improvement 
Program  (HSIP)  funded  Contract  No.  HH-976,  Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work; 

WHEREAS,  On  September  23,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0142,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  HH-976,  Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work,  in  the  amount  of 
$765,651,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Trinet  Construction,  Inc.; 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  November  18, 
2014,  with  an  original  schedule  of  122  consecutive  calendar  days,  but  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  106  consecutive  calendar  days  on  March  3,  2015; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  $53,325  to  provide  an  additional  back-up 
fan  to  ensure  adequate  ventilation  if  a primary  and/or  secondary  fan  failed,  increasing  the  amount 
of  the  contract  to  $818,976; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  for  $3,171  to  procure  a storage  container  for 
the  ramps,  bridge  and  AEP  ventilation  blast  protection  panels  for  future  inspections  and  access, 
increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  amount  to  $822,147; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 was  issued  for  $54,030  to  continue  operation  of  the 
ventilation  system  for  completion  of  the  tunnel  inspection,  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract 
to  $876,177; 

WHEREAS,  On  February  24,  2015,  by  Resolution  No.  15-0044,  this  Commission 
approved  a contingency  increase  of  to  the  existing  contract  in  the  amount  of  $80,760  to  extend 
the  duration  of  the  operation  of  the  ventilation  system,  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  to 
$876,177; 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  determined  that  the  contractor 
achieved  10.74%  of  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontractor  participation  on  this  contract 
and  has  thus  made  a good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  the  contract’s  12.1%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal; 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUH10004  - Coast  Range  Tunnel 
Inspection;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Trinet 
Construction.  Inc.  for  HSIP-funded  Contract  No.  HH-976,  Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection 
Access  Work,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $876,177  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  106 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  August  11,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0173 


WHEREAS,  Contractor,  Kone,  Inc.  has  completed  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE) 
Operating  Budget-funded  Contract  No.  WW-526,  Wastewater  Enterprise  Elevator  Maintenance 
and  Repair; 

WHEREAS,  On  September  13,  2011,  by  Resolution  No.  11-0150,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  WW-526,  Wastewater  Enterprise  Elevator  Maintenance  and  Repair,  in  the 
amount  of  $489,400,  to  the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Ascent  Elevator 
Services; 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  November  29, 
2011,  with  an  original  contract  duration  of  1,095  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  in  1,188  consecutive  calendar  days  on  February  28,  2015; 

WHEREAS,  On  January  22,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0015,  this  Commission 
approved  the  execution  of  an  Assignment  and  Novation  Agreement  in  a form  approved  by  the 
City  Attorney  in  connection  with  the  sale  of  Ascent  Elevator  Services,  Inc.  to  Kone,  Inc.; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  in  the  amount  of  (-$13,200)  to  remove  bid 
items  for  the  performance  of  monthly  maintenance  of  existing  belt  manlifts,  decreasing  the 
amount  of  the  contract  to  $476,200; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  issued  for  a time  extension  of  93  consecutive 
calendar  days  to  continue  repair  and  maintenance  work  beyond  the  original  contract  substantial 
completion  date,  extending  the  contract  duration  to  1,188  consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  (-$257,353),  to 
account  for  actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  required  to  complete  work  under  bid  item 
allowances,  decreasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  to  $218,847; 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B,  the  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  waived 
the  Local  Business  Enterprise  sub-contracting  goal  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  WWE  Operating  Budget  - Wastewater 
Enterprise  Elevator  Maintenance  and  Repair;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Kone,  Inc.  for 
WWE  Contract  No.  WW-526,  Wastewater  Enterprise  Elevator  Maintenance  and  Repair; 
approves  Modification  No.  3 to  account  for  actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  required  to 
complete  work  under  bid  item  allowances,  decreasing  the  contract  by  $257,353  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $218,847,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  1,188  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  August  11,  2015. 


f\ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0174 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R) 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-569,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  and  Bruce 
Flynn  Pump  Station  Fire  Alarm  System  Upgrades  was  advertised  on  May  22,  2015; 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $1,500,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$800,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  upgrade  the  existing  deficient  and  deteriorated 
facility  fire  alarm  systems  and  install  new  fire  alarm  systems  in  selected  locations,  including  the 
master  control  panels,  addressable  sub  panels,  addressable  devices  (smoke  & heat  detectors, 
visual  & audible  horn  strobes,  manual  pull  stations,  monitoring  modules,  power  supplies,  control 
relays  and  remote  LCD  annunciators)  and  electrical  wires,  conduits,  fittings,  accessories,  and 
appurtenances  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  & Bruce  Flynn  Pump  Station; 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  425  consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Project  No.  CWWRNRTF15,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  and 
Bruce  Flynn  Pump  Station  Fire  Alarm  System  Upgrade,  was  determined  not  to  be  a “project” 
under  Guidelines  Section  15378  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  because  there 
would  be  no  physical  change  to  the  environment; 

WHEREAS,  Three  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  June  18,  2015; 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  reviewed  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences,  and  this  review  resulted  in  the  selection  of  L C General 
Engineering  & Construction,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder; 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
10%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE  participation  of  90.1%  with  its  bid 
submittal; 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  a compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRTF15,  SEP  Fire/Evacuation 
Alarm  System;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R-funded  Contract  No.  WW-569,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  and 
Bruce  Flynn  Pump  Station  Fire  Alarm  System  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of  $746,492  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  L C General  Engineering  & Construction,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  August  11,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0175 


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  the  management  and  control  of  the 
Community  Choice  Aggregation  (CCA)  program  is  the  responsibility  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ord.  No.  146-07,  Section  1(a));  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  established  a CCA  program  in 
2004  (Ordinance  86-04)  and  has  implemented  the  program,  called  CleanPowerSF,  through  the 
work  of  the  SFPUC  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco  Local  Agency  Formation 
Commission  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ords.  146-07,  147-07and  232-09);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  Power  Enterprise  staff  implementing  the  CleanPowerSF 
program  requires  assistance  with  specialized  electricity  meter  data  management  and  billing 
services,  as  well  as  customer  care  services  to  support  significant  call  center  volumes  during 
CleanPowerSF  implementation  and  enrollment;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  qualified  provider  of  CCA  program 
administrative  and  customer  care  services  to  provide  electricity  data  management,  exchange, 
billing,  and  related  services  to  supplement  SFPUC  staff;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $5,600,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  October  2015  and  end  in  October  2018, 
for  a not-to-exceed  agreement  duration  of  three  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  for  these  services  was  advertised  on  May  29, 
2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
selection  panel  evaluations  and  the  proposals  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Noble  Americas 
Energy  Solutions  LI  C (“Noble  Americas”)  as  the  highest-ranked  consulting  firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  has  approved  and  Noble  Americas  has  committed  to  a Local  Business 
Enterprise  subconsultant  participation  goal  of  6.75%  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  electric  service  to 
CleanPowerSF  commences;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Noble  Americas 
Energy  Solutions  LLC  (“Noble  Americas”);  awards  CleanPowerSF  Program-funded  Agreement 
No.  CS-247[R],  Customer  and  Administrative  Services  for  Community  Choice  Aggregation 
Program  to  Noble  Americas,  to  provide  specialized  electricity  data  management,  data  exchange, 
billing,  and  customer  care  services  to  supplement  SFPUC  staff;  and  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  Noble 
Americas  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $5,600,000,  and  with  a duration  of  three  years,  or,  in  the 
event  negotiations  are  not  successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  August  11,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 
Water  Sewer 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


MINUTES 

Tuesday,  August  11,  2015 


(As  Approved  on  September  8,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.stwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

htto://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPubtisher.ohp?view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:36  PM. 


2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Vietor 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  July  28,  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes  of  July  28,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

4.  General  Public  Comments 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  WSIP  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 

d)  Annual  Real  Estate  Update 

Public  Comments 

• Ms.  Christine  Hanson,  Save  CCSF  Coalition,  provided  comments  regarding  the 
Annual  Heal  Estate  Update,  specifically  the  Balboa  Reservoir  parcel  and  CEQA 
mistakes. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a)  Adoption  of  a Resolution  in  support  of  the  nomination  of  Kathleen  Tieqs  as 
President  of  the  Association  of  California  Water  Agencies  (ACWA)  for  the  2016- 
17  term.  (Resolution  15-0170) 

Commissioner  Moran  reviewed  the  work  of  the  ACWA  and  discussed  its 
leadership  structure.  He  summarized  Ms.  Tiegs’  qualifications  and  requested 
support  of  her  nomination. 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  nomination  of  Ms.  Tiegs  as  ACWA  President: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  Drought  Update 

Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM)  Steve  Ritchie  provided  a drought  update.  He 
noted  current  reservoir  and  water  bank  levels,  and  discussed  the  status  of  other 
California  reservoirs.  He  reviewed  current  precipitation;  Nine-county  Bay  Area 
lowest  per  capita  consumption  (June  2015);  and  total  deliveries.  He  summarized 
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State  Water  Board  curtailment  actions;  and  concluded  with  a discussion  of 
Tuolumne  River  flows. 

AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Kwon  regarding  next 
steps  if  a negative  State  Water  Board  response  is  received. 

b)  Community  Choice  Aggregation  (CCA)  Update 

AGM  Barbara  Hale  provided  a CCA  update.  She  indicated  that  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  introduced  a resolution  reaffirming  approval  of  the  updated 
Implementation  Plan.  She  updated  the  Commission  on  the  status  of  the  two 
proposed  CCA  ballot  measures.  She  stated  that  after  much  discussion  and  work, 
IBEW  will  campaign  in  favor  of  Supervisor  Breed’s  measure  and  in  opposition  to 
the  IBEW  measure.  AGM  Hale  announced  that  the  Request  for  Offer  (RFO)  was 
published,  and  reviewed  the  RFO  requirements.  She  indicated  the  program  will 
serve  both  residential  and  commercial  customers. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Courtney  regarding  the 
reasons  behind  IBEW’s  decision. 

Commissioner  Moran  asked  for  and  Ms.  Hale  provided  clarification  on  her 
statement  that  the  program  will  serve  residential  and  commercial  customers. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  upcoming  CCA  agenda  action  item,  Implementation 
Schedule,  and  Key  Milestones  Chart. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  thanked  staff  for  the  RFO  and  discussed  the  risk 
analysis  approval.  He  suggested  a SFPUC/LAFCo  joint  meeting  in  September. 

He  provided  thoughts  on  the  ballot  measure  and  thanked  staff  for  their  work. 

c)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Report 

• Follow-up:  2012  Job  Order  Contract  Program  Audit.  April  5,  2015 

• Southeast  Community  Investments  Evaluation  Framework  Phase  I,  April  2015 
Ms.  Nancy  Horn,  Director,  Assurance  and  Internal  Controls,  provided  a 
Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Report.  She  reviewed  the  two 
audits  completed  and  reports  issued;  the  22  audits  to  be  conducted  during  the 
next  12  months;  and  the  City  Services  Auditor  Annual  Plan,  FY  2015-16. 

Commissioner  Moran  stated  that  the  Commission  should  be  proud  of  the 
audit  program.  He  noted  several  audit  findings  suggest  a solution  of  the 
implementation  of  a computer  system.  He  indicated  that  would  take  time  and 
stated  that  managers  need  to  protect  assets  and  have  inventory  controls. 

d)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Reports 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM  Infrastructure,  stated  that  design  for  the  Peninsula  Pipeline 
Seismic  Upgrade  has  started  and  that  it  will  help  meet  seismic  reliability. 
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e)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  Quarterly  Reports 

• WSIP  Quarterly  Update 

Mr.  Dan  Wade,  WSIP  Director,  provided  a WSIP  Quarterly  Report.  He 
reviewed  the  program  status  and  indicated  that  the  regional  projects  are  88. 7 
percent  complete;  Local  projects  are  99.3  percent  complete;  and  the  overall 
WSIP  is  89.6  percent  complete.  He  outlined  recent  accomplishments.  Mr. 
Wade  provided  pre-construction  update  on  the  Alameda  Creek  Recapture 
Project  and  the  Alameda  Creek  Fish  Passage  Facilities.  He  indicated  the 
overall  program  is  on-schedule  and  on-budget.  He  reviewed  projects  in 
process:  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement;  In/ington  Tunnel;  New  Irvington 
Tunnel  Sound  Wall  removal;  Peninsula  Pipelines  Seismic  Upgrade;  and 
Regional  Groundwater  storage  and  recovery. 

Director  Wade  then  provided  a WSIP  Project  Labor  Agreement  update; 
discussed  dynamic  partnerships  and  initiatives;  and  commended  the 
Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  (BHR)  training  program. 

Commissioner  Courtney  congratulated  Mr.  Wade,  GM  Kelly,  and  staff  for  the 
BHR  training  program. 

Mr.  Wade  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  about  risk  and 
trends  and  the  ability  to  meet  financial  needs. 

Mr.  Wade  provided  response  to  Commissioner  Kwon’s  question  about  the 
status  of  the  whale  fossils  at  the  Calaveras  Dam  site. 

• WSIP  Regional  Report 

• WSIP  Local  Report 

f)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report 

Mr.  Eric  Sandler,  AGM  Business  Services  and  CFO,  provided  a Quarterly  Budget 
Status  Report  (summary  of  FY  2015),  noting  numbers  are  pre-audit.  He  offered 
general  observations:  reduced  revenues;  mitigation  efforts;  policy  targets;  and 
implications  for  future  planning.  He  reviewed  FYE 15  budget  variances  (sources 
and  uses)  for  Water,  Wastewater,  and  Hetchy.  He  concluded  by  outlining  key 
financial  ratios. 

President  Caen  asked  for  AGM  Sandler’s  thoughts  on  what  will  happen  with 
continued  drought.  Mr.  Sandler  indicated  staff  is  looking  at  scenario  planning, 
and  will  return  to  the  Commission  to  present  those  scenarios. 

Commissioner  Moran  indicated  that  conservation  planning  needs  to  be  included 
with  the  scenario  planning 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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8.  BAWSCA  Update 

Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  reviewed  BAWSCA  agencies’  June  performance. 
She  stated  that  June  reduction  was  at  33  percent,  noting  the  statewide  reduction  was 
27  percent.  She  reviewed  a chart  of  targets  and  savings  levels  for  their  member 
agencies  and  cities,  and  discussed  the  need  for  savings  in  the  summer  months.  Ms. 
Sandkulla  reviewed  BAWSCA’s  current  conservation  ad  campaign.  Ms.  Sandkulla 
provided  comments  on  Mountain  Tunnel  and  the  schedule. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  selection  of  KUBRA  Data  Transfer.  Ltd.  (KUBRA);  Award  Agreement 
No.  CS-310.  Electronic  Bill  Presentment  and  Payment  Services,  to  provide 
various  options  for  electronic  bill  presentment  and  payment  and  related  services, 
including  on-line,  mobile,  interactive  voice  response  systems,  and  e-Cash 
payments  to  SFPUC  customers;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 

$1 ,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  five  years.  (Resolution  15-0171) 

b)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Trinet  Construction.  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  HH-976, 
Coast  Range  Tunnel  Inspection  Access  Work,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$876,177,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  106  consecutive  calendar  days, 
and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0172) 

c)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Kone,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-526,  Wastewater 
Enterprise  Elevator  Maintenance  and  Repair;  Approve  Modification  No.  3 (Final), 
to  account  for  actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  reouired  to  complete  work  under 
bid  item  allowances,  decreasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  bv  an  additional 
$257,353,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $218,847,  and  with  a total  contract 
duration  of  1 ,188  consecutive  calendar  days:  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the 
contractor.  (Resolution  15-0173) 

d)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-569, 

Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  and  Bruce  Flynn  Pump  Station  Fire  Alarm 
System  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of  $746,492,  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible 
and  responsive  bidder,  L C General  Engineering  & Construction.  Inc.,  to  remove, 
replace,  and  upgrade  the  existing  deficient  and  deteriorated  facility  alarm  systems 
and  to  install  new  fire  alarm  systems  in  selected  locations.  (Resolution  15-0174) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  items  9a  through  9d: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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10.  Approve  the  selection  of  Noble  Americas  Energy  Solutions  LLC;  Award  Agreement 
No.  CS-247FR1,  Customer  and  Administrative  Services  for  Community  Choice 
Aggregation  Program,  to  provide  meter  data  management,  billing,  and  customer 
care  services:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $5,600,000.  and  with 
a duration  of  three  years.  (Resolution  15-0175) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  10: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items. 

11.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

12.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Commissioner  Caen  requested  a motion  to  recuse  Commissioner  Courtney  from 
Closed  Session  item  13,  due  to  a conflict. 

On  Motion  to  recuse  Commissioner  Courtney: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Commissioner  Courtney  left  the  meeting  room  at  2:54  PM. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  a 2:54  PM. 

13.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitigated  Claim 

UCS  Dungaree  Company  v.  CCSF 
Unlitigated  File  No.:  15-03104 
Date  Filed  May  22.  2015 
(Resolution  15-0176) 

Commissioner  Courtney  returned  to  the  meeting  at  3:04  PM,  after  item  13  was 
heard. 
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14.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (dl  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (dl  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

CCSF  vs.  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-13-529310 
Date  Filed:  March  6,  2013 
(Resolution  15-0177) 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (dl  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

In  re:  Mountain  Cascade  Contract  Litigation 

San  Mateo  County  Sup.  Ct.  Master  File  No.:  CIV  519255 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  131300 

Date  Filed:  June  1 1 , 201 3 

(Resolution  15-0178) 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (It  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchv  v City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21.  2015 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (c)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 
Unlitigated  Claim 

CCSF  v.  AECOM 
City  Law  No.:  1 120061 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (did)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sunol  Valiev  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  RG1 4729649 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  131321 
Date  Filed:  June  18,  2004 

19.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  - Pursuant  to  California  Government 
Code  Section  54956.8  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8  (a)  (2) 

Property 

A portion  of  Alameda  County  Watershed  Lands  known  as  a portion  of  Parcels  61 
and  65,  consisting  of  two  18  hole  golf  courses  and  related  facilities,  located  at  6900 
Mission  Road,  Sunol,  CA. 
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Persons  Negotiating: 

SFPUC  - Michael  Carlin 

Other  Party  - Alameda  County  Supervisor  Scott  Haggerty 
Under  Negotiation:  Price Terms  of  Payment Both  XXX 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (It 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (11 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015- 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (dl  (11 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)(1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
T ransmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 201 5 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
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5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 201 5 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 


25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

26.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67,10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:31  PM. 

27.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  13,  14,  and  15, 
and  no  other  action  was  taken. 

28.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

29.  Other  new  business. 

President  Caen  announced  that  the  meeting  of  August  25th  is  cancelled. 

30.  Adjournment. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:32  PM. 
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San  Francisco 

Water 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


CANCELLATION  NOTICE 


The  Regular  meeting  of  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Tuesday,  August  25,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

HAS  BEEN  CANCELLED 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 

Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.sfwater.org 
Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.comA/iewPublisher.  php?view_id=22 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
13th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


San  Francisco 

Water 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  September  8,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.slwater.orq 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.Dhp7view  id=22 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a ceil  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Flail,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


immms*  (415)  5544»t«ai»gdh00d(a>sfwater.0rgi 

ttWDcmna  Hoodgfi,  iWJSiffMsR  ttmmMM, 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/ofilipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-Dlanniriq.ora/index.aspx?paqe=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  August  1 1 , 2015 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Annual  Report  (FY  2014-15) 

d)  Annual  Electric  Resource  Plan 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

7.  Biennial  Budget  Development  (FY  2016-17/FY  2017-18) 

8.  Climate  Change  Workshop 

9.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  CCA  Update 

b)  Drought  Update 

c)  Mountain  Tunnel  Update 

d)  Fletch  Fletchy  Water  and  Power  CIP  Quarterly  Report 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

10.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 


(Sandler) 

(Behar) 


(Hale) 

(Ritchie) 

(Ritchie) 

(How) 


a)  Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WW-595,  3rd/7th/8th/25th/33rd/ 

22  42nd  Avenues  and  Baker/Welsh  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  with  Shaw  Pipeline, 
'-h  Inc.,  to  perform  emergency  sewer  replacement  work  on  Fremont  Street  (from 

Mission  Street  to  Natoma  Street),  and  on  Jackson  Street  (from  Fillmore  Street  to 
y-i  Webster  Street),  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  an  additional  $638,659, 
for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,603,504.  (Flow) 


b)  Accept  work  performed  by  Kiewit  Infrastructure  West  Company  for  Contract  No. 
WD-2601,  Crystal  Springs/San  Andreas  Transmission  System  Upgrade  Project, 

-j*  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1 32,421 ,418;  Approve  Modification  No.  53  to 
account  for  the  remaining  balance  under  unit  rate  and  bid  item  allowances, 
decreasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  $768,339,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
22  $1 32,421 ,418,  and  with  a time  extension  of  61  consecutive  calendar  days 

(approximately  two  months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1492  consecutive 
calendar  days  (approximately  four  years  and  one  month);  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Flow) 


REGULAR  SESSION 


11. 
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Approve  the  baseline  of  the  Hetch  Fletchy  Capital  Improvement  Active  Projects 
proposed  scope,  schedule  and  budget,  a subset  of  projects  within  the  adopted 
SFPUC  Ten-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25  for  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  and  Power,  based  on  Project  Descriptions,  Summary  of  Budgets, 
Summary  of  Proposed  Schedules  - Project  Level,  and  Proposed  Schedules  - 
Project  Phases.  The  Hetch  Hetchy  Capital  Improvement  Projects  include  proposed 
upgrades  to  aging  water  conveyance,  water  storage,  hydro  power  generation,  and 
operations  facilities  infrastructure  to  enhance  the  reliability  of  water  deliveries  to 
downstream  wholesale  and  retail  customers  and  optimize  the  benefits  of  hydro 
power  generation  and  distribution  upgrades  to  meet  safety  and  regulatory 
requirements.  (How) 

Adopt  resolution  supporting  the  extension  of  the  Revenue  Bond  Oversight 
Committee  Sunset  Date  to  January  1,  2019.  (Cheng) 


13.  Authorize  the  establishment  of  a new  Power  Enterprise  Commercial  Paper 
Notes  Program  in  the  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $90,000,000,  and  direct 

the  General  Manager  to  request  approval  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  such 
co  authorization;  Approve  a form  of  credit  facility  agreement  in  the  principal 
^ amount  not  to  exceed  $90,000,000  (exclusive  of  270  days  interest),  and  forms  of 
in  dealer  agreements,  which  are  in  support  of  the  Program.  Authorize  the  General 
•rH  Manager  to  enter  into  separate  agreements  with  (1 ) Bank  of  America  for  the 
credit  facility  agreement;  and  (2)  Barclays,  Goldman  Sachs  and  RBC  Capital 
Markets  for  the  dealer  agreements;  subject  to  Board  approval  of  the  establishment 
of  the  Power  Enterprise  Commercial  Paper  Notes  Program.  (Sandler) 


Tq  14.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  Equipment  Lease/Purchase 
i Agreement  with  Banc  of  America  Leasing  to  issue  not-to-exceed  $4,100,000  in 
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19. 


New  Clean  Renewable  Energy  Bonds  for  the  installation  of  rooftop  solar 
generation  equipment  at  two  locations  (Marina  Middle  School  and  San  Francisco 
Police  Academy);  and  authorize  submission  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for 
consideration  of  (1)  authorizing  legislation;  and  (2)  a budget  reallocation  by 
supplemental  appropriation.  (Sandler) 

Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  North  San 
Mateo  County  Sanitation  District  (NSMCSD),  a subsidiary  of  the  City  of  Daly  City, 
for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,400,000,  and  with  a duration  of  24  months  (two 
years),  which  will  allow  NSMCSD  to  retain  the  services  of  a contractor  to  conduct 
preliminary  design  and  CEQA  review  for  the  expansion  of  tertiary  treated  recycled 
water  capacity  at  their  plant  to  serve  additional  customers;  and  authorize  the 
SFPUC  to  provide  staff  support  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $200,000  to  review 
and  participate  in  the  planning  effort.  (Ritchie) 

Approve  Modification  No.  2 to  Contract  No.  WD-2652,  Bioregional  Habitat 
Restoration  - San  Antonio  Creek  with  Gordon  N.  Ball,  Inc.,  to  control  pathogen 
infestation  onsite  and  to  add  an  extra  year  of  maintenance  and  watering  required  as 
a result  of  the  continuing  drought,  increasing  the  contract  by  $1,098,897,  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $16,320,494,  and  with  a time  extension  of  365 
consecutive  calendar  days  (one  year),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  2,195 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  six  years).  (How) 

Approve  Project  No.  CUW30201  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project, 
in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  California;  Adopt  the  required  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Findings,  including  a Statement  of  Overriding 
Considerations,  and  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  implement  the  Project,  in  compliance  with  the 
Charter  and  applicable  law,  and  subject  to  subsequent  Commission  action  and 
Board  of  Supervisors  approval,  where  required.  (How) 

Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 


1501 


City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 

21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ammons) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sunol  Valley  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  RG14729649 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  131321 
Date  Filed:  June  18,  2004 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
J 54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

o (Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

AIG  Property  Casualty  Company  v.  CCSF  et  at. 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CGC-14-543126 
City  Attorney  No.:  150836 
Date  Filed:  December  9,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 


Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 

Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

31 . Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

32.  Other  new  business. 


33.  Adjournment. 
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1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:42  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vletor,  Moran  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Courtney 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  August  1 1 , 201 5 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes  of  August  11,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Francisco  DaCosta  expressed  concerns  with  Mountain  Tunnel;  New  Irvington 
Tunnel;  and  with  geology  findings  at  Calaveras  Dam. 

• Ms.  Ann  Clark,  Friends  of  Camp  Mather,  invited  the  Commission  to  the  Friends 
of  Camp  Mather  Family  event  on  September  26,  2015. 

Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  thanked  Ms.  Clark  for  her  work  with  the  Friends  of  Camp 
Mather. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Annual  Report  (WSIP)  (FY  2014-15) 

d)  Annual  Electric  Resource  Plan 

AGM  FI  ale  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen  regarding 
recommendation  number  10-  “Participate  in  policy-setting  and  regulatory 
proceedings”;  and  to  a follow-up  question  from  VP  Vietor  on  possible  scenarios. 
Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments: 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  spoke  to  item  5c,  WSIP  Annual  Report. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

7.  Biennial  Budget  Development  (FY  2016-17/FY  2017-18) 

Mr.  Eric  Sandler,  CFO  and  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM)  Business  Services, 
provided  an  update  regarding  the  biennial  budget  development.  Fie  discussed 
integrated  financial  planning  (effort  and  frequency);  Budget  development  calendar 
(time  period  and  activity);  Budget  policy  framework  (Strategic  plan  and  policy 
Initiatives);  Considerations  for  upcoming  budget  (future  investment;  and  continued 
drought  conditions);  Future  capital  investment  (annual  capital  spending  and  annual 
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debt  service);  Continued  drought  conditions  (drought  ends,  drought  continues,  and 
drought  worsens)  scenarios;  Enterprise  considerations  (water,  power,  and  sewer); 
Range  of  enterprise  impacts  (impact  vs.  budget);  Revenue  impact  vs.  total  SFPUC 
uses;  Mitigation  strategies  (strategy  and  considerations);  Financial  planning 
implications  (short-medium-long-term).  Mr.  Sandler  concluded  by  discussing  next 
steps. 

AGM  Sandler  and  General  Manager  (GM)  Kelly  responded  to  questions  from  VP 
Vietor  regarding  stormwater  fees  and  the  possibility  of  rate  re-structure,  and  to  a 
follow-up  question  about  an  El  Nino  Impact  on  supply  and  revenue,  and  potential 
capital  shortfall  issues.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Mr.  Sandler  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  fixed  vs. 
variable  costs.  Commissioner  Moran  recommended  exploration  of  other  ways  to 
address  costs;  suggested  a 2019  timeline  for  restructure;  and  would  like  to  see 
institutionalized  conservation  gains  that  have  been  achieved  to  be  the  new  normal. 
Brief  discussion  ensued  on  long-and-medium  term  demand  and  planning. 

Commissioner  Moran  noted  that  conservation  costs  money  and  that  the  agency 
cannot  succumb  to  financial  nervousness  that  leads  to  significant  cut-backs  in 
capital  programs. 

President  Caen  thanked  AGM  Sandler  and  his  staff  for  their  work. 

Public  Comments: 

• Mr.  Francisco  DaCosta  indicated  an  assessment  needs  to  take  place  to  see  how 
much  clean  water  and  sewage  is  seeping  contaminating  ground  water. 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  expressed  appreciation  for  the  presentation; 
support  for  continued  investment  in  the  maintenance  of  the  system;  and  consider 
where  water  supply  comes  from  if  drought  continues  and  investment  in  system. 

8.  Climate  Change  Workshop 

GM  Kelly  introduced  the  item  and  Mr.  David  Behar,  Climate  Program  Director.  Mr. 
Behar  discussed  Climate  Change  observations/projections,  key  climate  variables 
and  indicators  (global  temperature;  precipitation;  snowpack;  climate  extremes, 
drought;  and  sea  level  rise).  Intermittent  discussion  ensued.  Following  Mr.  Behar’s 
presentation  each  AGM  presented  the  effects  of  Climate  Change  on  their  enterprise. 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM  Water,  discussed  Climate  Change  for  the  Water  Enterprise, 
focusing  on  Climate  Change  modeling.  Fie  Indicated  that  the  biggest  question  is  the 
extent  of  Climate  Change  on  the  Sierra  snowpack  and  runoff  patterns.  Fie  discussed 
scenarios  and  how  the  results  will  be  used.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  stated  that  the  Power  Enterprise  will  follow  the 
modeling  used  by  the  Water  Enterprise  in  order  to  assess  their  generation  profile. 
She  discussed  water  year  changes  cause  generation  variation.  She  reviewed 
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mitigation  efforts  over  the  past  five  years  (distributing  generation  and  reducing 
energy  consumption);  10-Year  Capital  Plan  ($31 M for  Climate  Change  mitigation); 
Impacts  of  CleanPowerSF  and  customer  growth;  and  total  carbon  savings.  Ms.  Hale 
responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor  on  the  types  of  power,  especially  brown 
power,  which  is  purchased  and  she  requested  a future  conversation  on  the  issue. 
She  expressed  the  need  for  system  redundancy.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Mr.  Brian  Henderson,  Wastewater  Engineering  Manager,  discussed  how  Climate 
Change  is  affecting  the  Sewer  System  (rain  intensity;  sea  level  rise;  drought;  and 
Ocean  Beach  coastal  erosion).  He  summarized  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE) 
actions  being  taken  to  address  Climate  Change  (staffing;  planning;  projects;  policies 
and  programs;  and  education).  Mr.  Henderson  reviewed  WWE  Climate  Change 
adaption  planning;  tools  used  to  develop  Citywide  Sea  Level  Rise  Guidance;  Baker 
Street  backflow  prevention  pilot;  Ocean  Beach  Climate  Change  adaption  project; 
Short-term  management  strategies  at  Ocean  Beach;  and  short-and-long-term 
actions  being  taken  to  address  the  effects  of  Climate  Change  at  Ocean  Beach. 
Intermittent  discussion  ensued. 

Mr.  Behar  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  how  much 
sea  level  rise  work  is  included  in  the  Capital  Plan.  Discussion  ensued  and  it  was 
noted  that  such  projects  should  be  included  in  budget  planning  discussions. 

Public  Comments: 

• Ms.  Niclole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  indicated  the  Wholesale  customers  have  an 
interest  in  Water  Enterprise  actions  as  related  to  Wholesale  water  supply.  She 
expressed  interest  in  raising  Calaveras  Dam. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  expressed  thoughts  on  the  10-year  Capital  Plan  and 
indicated  that  energy  efficiency  should  be  included. 

• Mr.  Peter  Drekmeier,  Tuolumne  River  Trust,  congratulated  the  SFPUC  on  water 
conservation  efforts.  He  discussed  potable  reuse;  the  correlation  between  water 
temperature  and  fish;  and  the  Kirkwood  agreement. 

9.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  CCA  Update 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  provided  an  update  on  the  CCA  Implementation 
Schedule.  She  stated  the  revised  Implementation  Plan  was  certified  by  the 
California  PUC;  the  Request  for  Offer  was  issued,  and  that  responses  have  been 
received  and  are  being  evaluated.  She  reviewed  upcoming  activities  on  the 
schedule.  She  noted  legislative  activity  that  has  been  taking  place. 

Public  Comments: 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  thanked  staff  for  their  extensive  work. 

In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran,  Ms.  Hale  reviewed  items  to 
be  discussed  at  the  September  25th  joint  meeting  with  LAFCo. 
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b)  Drought  Update 

AGM  Ritchie  provided  a drought  update.  He  noted  current  reservoir  storage  and 
water  bank  levels;  Cumulative  precipitation;  Total  deliveries;  Total  System  Water 
Savings.  AGM  Ritchie  discussed  the  single  family  Leak  Notification  Program  and 
indicated  response  has  been  good.  Mr.  Ritchie  discussed  possible  effects  of  El 
Nino,  depending  on  intensity.  He  provided  an  update  on  State  Water  Board 
enforcement  actions. 

Mr.  Ritchie  responded  to  questions  from  President  Caen  regarding  El  Nino 
precipitation  intensity;  and  VP  Vietor  regarding  preparation  for  El  Nino.  Brief 
discussion  ensued. 

c)  Mountain  Tunnel  Update 

AGM  Ritchie  provided  an  update  on  Mountain  Tunnel,  discussing  water  supply 
management  during  Hetch  Hetchy  planned  and  unplanned  shutdowns,  and 
reviewed  scenarios.  Mr.  Ritchie  summarized  next  steps  regarding  water  supply 
management,  and  reviewed  inspection,  repairs  and  long-term  solutions. 

Public  Comments: 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  thanked  Mr.  Ritchie  for  his  presentation. 

She  indicated  that  BAWSCA  will  continue  to  look  at  reliability  issues. 

d)  Hetch  Hetchv  Water  and  Power  CIP  Quarterly  Report 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM  Infrastructure,  stated  that  the  last  two  Emergency  Rockfall 
Mitigation  Projects  (as  a result  of  the  Rim  Fire)  are  nearing  completion.  President 
Caen  thanked  AGM  How  for  the  highlights  at  the  beginning  of  the  report. 
Commissioner  Moran  expressed  thanks  for  information  on  multi-phased  projects 
and  R&R  information. 

Public  Comments: 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  indicated  the  classification  of  the  Lower 
Cherry  Aqueduct  is  in  dispute. 

The  Commission  recessed  at  4:05  PM;  and  returned  at  4: 1 3 PM. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Calendar. 

10.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  Modification  No.  1 to  Contract  No.  WW-595.  3rd/7th/8th/25th/33rd/  42nd 
Avenues  and  Baker/Welsh  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  with  Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc., 
to  perform  emergency  sewer  replacement  work  on  Fremont  Street  (from  Mission 
Street  to  Natoma  Street),  and  on  Jackson  Street  (from  Fillmore  Street  to  Webster 
Street),  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  an  additional  $638,659,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $3,603,504.  (Resolution  15-0179) 
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b)  Accept  work  performed  bv  Kiewit  Infrastructure  West  Company  for  Contract  No. 
WD-26Q1,  Crystal  Sprinqs/San  Andreas  Transmission  System  Upgrade  Project, 
for  a total  contract  amount  of  SI  32,421 ,418;  Approve  Modification  No.  53  to 
account  for  the  remaining  balance  under  unit  rate  and  bid  item  allowances. 
decreasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  bv  $768,339,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$1 32,421 ,418,  and  with  a time  extension  of  61  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a 
total  contract  duration  of  1492  consecutive  calendar  days:  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0180) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  items  10a  and  10b: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

None. 

11-  Approve  the  baseline  of  the  Hetch  Hetchv  Capital  Improvement  Active  Projects 
proposed  scope,  schedule  and  budget,  a subset  of  projects  within  the  adopted 
SFPUC  Ten-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25  for  HHWP. 
based  on  Project  Descriptions,  Summary  of  Budgets.  Summary  of  Proposed 
Schedules  - Project  Level,  and  Proposed  Schedules  - Project  Phases.  The  Fletch 
Hetchv  CIP  include  proposed  upgrades  to  aging  water  conveyance,  water  storage, 
hydro  power  generation,  and  operations  facilities  infrastructure  to  enhance  the 
reliability  of  water  deliveries  to  downstream  wholesale  and  retail  customers  and 
optimize  the  benefits  of  hydro  power  generation  and  distribution  upgrades  to  meet 
safety  and  regulatory  reguirements.  (Resolution  15-0181) 

AGM  How  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran  regarding  project 
appropriation  levels.  She  touched  on  the  adit  and  access  improvement  projects;  and 
Tesla  valve  replacement. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  11: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  expressed  support  for  the  item. 

12.  Adopt  resolution  supporting  the  extension  of  the  Revenue  Bond  Oversight 
Committee  Sunset  Date  to  January  1. 2019.  (Resolution  15-0182) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  12: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

None. 

13-  Authorize  the  establishment  of  a new  Power  Enterprise  Commercial  Paper  Notes 
Program  in  the  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $90.000,000,  and  direct  the  General 
Manager  to  reguest  approval  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  such  authorization: 
Approve  a form  of  credit  facility  agreement  in  the  principal  amount  not  to  exceed 
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£90.000.000  (exclusive  of  270  days  interest),  and  forms  of  dealer  agreements,  which 
are  in  support  of  the  Program.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  separate 
agreements  with  (1 ) Bank  of  America  for  the  credit  facility  agreement;  and  (2) 
Barclays.  Goldman  Sachs  and  RBC  Capital  Markets  for  the  dealer  agreements; 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  the  establishment  cf  the  Power  Enterprise  Commercial 
Paper  Notes  Program.  (Resolution  15-0183) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  13: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

None. 

14.  Authorize  Eouipment  Lease/Purchase  Agreement  with  Banc  of  America  Leasing  to 
issue  not-to-exceed  $4.100,000  in  New  Clean  Renewable  Energy  Bonds  for  the 
installation  of  rooftop  solar  generation  eouipment  at  two  locations  (Marina  Middle 
School  and  San  Francisco  Police  Academy):  and  authorize  submission  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  for  consideration  of  (1)  authorizing  legislation;  and  (2)  a budget 
reallocation  by  supplemental  appropriation.  (Resolution  15-0184) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  14: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

None. 

15.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  North  San 
Mateo  County  Sanitation  District  (NSMCSD1.  a subsidiary  of  the  City  of  Daly  City,  for 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2.400,000,  and  with  a duration  of  24  months  (two  years), 
which  will  allow  NSMCSD  to  retain  the  services  of  a contractor  to  conduct 
preliminary  design  and  CEQA  review  for  the  expansion  of  tertiary  treated  recycled 
water  capacity  at  their  plant  to  serve  additional  customers;  and  authorize  the  SFPUC 
to  provide  staff  support  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $200,000  to  review  and 
participate  in  the  planning  effort.  (Resolution  15-0185) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  15: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  expressed  support  for  the  item. 

16.  Approve  Modification  No.  2 to  Contract  No.  WD-2652.  Bioregional  Habitat 
Restoration  - San  Antonio  Creek  with  Gordon  N.  Ball.  Inc.,  to  control  pathogen 
infestation  onsite  and  to  add  an  extra  year  of  maintenance  and  watering  required  as 
a result  of  the  continuing  drought,  increasing  the  contract  by  $1 ,098,897,  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $16,320,494,  and  with  a time  extension  of  365  consecutive 
calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  2.195  consecutive  calendar  days. 
(Resolution  15-0186) 
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On  Motion  to  approve  item  16: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 


Public  Comments: 

None. 

17.  Approve  Project  No,  CUW30201  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project. 
in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  California;  Adopt  the  required  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Findings,  including  a Statement  of  Overriding 
Considerations,  and  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program;  and  authorize 
the  General  Manager  to  implement  the  Project,  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and 
applicable  law,  and  subject  to  subsequent  Commission  action  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval,  where  required.  (Resolution  15-0187) 

AGM  How  stated  that  the  CEQA  findings  need  to  be  amended  to  follow  the  City 
Planning  actions.  She  provided  language  on  page  30  of  the  findings,  consistent  with 
their  prior  action. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  17: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments: 

None. 

18.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

19-  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items  21  and  22,  and  stated  the 
Closed  Session  items  20  and  23  through  29  would  not  be  heard. 

Public  Comments: 

None. 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:27  PM. 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  87,10  fch  (It 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchv  v City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court.  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139 
Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 
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21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sunol  Valiev  Golf  and  Recreation  Co. 

Alameda  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  RG14729649 
City  Attorney  File  No.:  131321 
Date  Filed:  June  18,  2004 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (11  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

AIG  Property  Casualty  Company  v.  CCSF  et  al. 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court.  Case  No.:  CGC-14-543126 
City  Attorney  No.:  150836 
Date  Filed:  December  9.  2014 
(Resolution  15-0188) 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10.  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.1 5:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015- 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23.  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
T ransmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 . 201 5 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  Countv  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1. 2015 
Case  No,:  ER  15-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67,10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water  and 
Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:34  PM. 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Caen  announced  that  a settlement  was  reached  on  item  22,  and  no  other 
action  was  taken. 

31-  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran  and  Kwon 

32.  Other  new  business. 

None. 

33.  Adjournment. 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:44  PM. 


SFPUC  Minutes 
September  8,  2015 


Page  10 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0179 


WHEREAS,  On  August  26,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0133,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE)  and  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R) 
funded  Contract  No.  WW-595,  3rd/7th/8th/25th/33rd/42nd  Avenues  and  Baker/Welsh  Streets 
Sewer  Replacement  in  the  original  amount  of  $2,964,845  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible 
and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  to  Proceed  date  was  set  for  October  27, 
2014  with  a contract  duration  of  364  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  $638,659  to  perform 
emergency  sewer  replacement  work  on  Fremont  Street  (from  Mission  Street  to  Natoma  Street) 
and  on  Jackson  Street  (from  Fillmore  Street  to  Webster  Street),  increasing  the  amount  of  the 
contract  to  $3,603,504;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  be  approved  by  this  Commission; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
subcontracting  goal  of  13%  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSA1,  3rd/7th/8th/25th/ 
33rd/42nd  Avenues  and  Baker/Welsh  Streets  Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  1 to  WWE  and 
R&R  funded  Contract  No.  WW-595,  3rd/7th/8th/25th/33rd/42nd  Avenues  and  Baker/Welsh 
Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  to  permit  Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc.  to  perform  emergency  sewer 
replacement  work,  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  $638,659,  for  a total  contract  amount 
of  $3,603,504. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0180 


WHEREAS,  Contractor  Kiewit  Infrastructure  West  Company  has  completed  the 
construction  under  Water  Enterprise  (WE),  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2601,  Crystal  Springs/San  Andreas  Transmission  (CSS A)  System  Upgrade 
Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  September  28,  2010,  by  Resolution  No.  10-0166,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  WD-2601,  CSS  A Transmission  System  Upgrade  Project,  in  the  amount  of 
$99,763,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Kiewit  Infrastructure 
West  Company;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  to  Proceed  date  was  set  for  December  1, 
2010,  with  an  original  contract  duration  of  980  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work 
was  completed  in  1492  consecutive  calendar  days  on  December  31,  2014;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  10,  2013,  by  Resolution  13-0184,  this  Commission  approved 
an  increase  to  the  existing  construction  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $26,453,000  and 
approved  a potential  increase  in  the  maximum  contract  duration  up  to  367  consecutive  calendar 
days,  for  a total  contingency  amount  of  $36,429,300  and  a potential  extension  of  the  contract 
duration  up  to  465  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorized  the  General  Manager,  if 
appropriate,  to  approve  any  modifications  to  the  contract  amount  up  to  $136,192,300  and  to  the 
contract  duration  up  to  1445  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modifications  Nos.  1-52  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $33,426,757  to 
address  delays  in  performing  some  of  the  underwater  work,  implementing  design  changes 
required  due  to  differing  site  conditions  and  compliance  with  regulatory  requirements  associated 
with  road  rehabilitation,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $133,189,757,  and  extending  the 
contract  duration  by  451  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  53  is  being  requested  to  decrease  the  amount  of  the 
contract  by$768,339  to  account  for  the  remaining  balancing  under  unit  rate  and  bid  item 
allowances,  decreasing  the  contract  amount  to  $132,421,418  with  a time  extension  of  61 
consecutive  calendar  days  to  accommodate  for  differing  site  conditions;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  has 
substantially  complied  with  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  7.0%) 
established  for  this  contract  by  achieving  a final  LBE  subcontracting  goal  of  7.59%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW37101  - Crystal  Springs  / San 
Andreas  Transmission  System  Upgrade;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  contractor, 
Kiewit  Infrastructure  West  Company  for  WE,  WSIP  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2601,  CSSA 
Transmission  System  Upgrade  Project;  Approves  Modification  No.  53,  decreasing  the  amount 
of  the  contract  by  $768,339,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $132,421,418,  and  with  a time 
extension  of  61  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1492  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


15-0181 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


WHEREAS,  On  February  10,  2015,  per  Resolution  No.  15-0037,  this  Commission 
adopted  the  SFPUC  Ten-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25  for  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  and  Power  (HHWP);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  active  projects  identified  in  this  report  as  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Capital 
Improvement  Active  Projects  are  a subset  of  the  adopted  SFPUC  Ten-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY 
2015-16  through  FY  2024-25  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  (HHWP);  and 

WHEREAS,  Environmental  review  would  be  completed  under  CEQA  prior  to  requesting 
subsequent  action  by  this  Commission  to  approve  award  of  construction  contracts  to  implement 
the  proposed  projects;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  baseline  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Capital 
Improvement  Active  Projects  scope,  schedule  and  budget;  a subset  of  projects  within  the  adopted 
SFPUC  Ten-Year  Capital  Plan  for  FY  2015-16  through  FY  2024-25  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  (HHWP);  as  detailed  in  the  attached  documents. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0182 


WHEREAS,  The  voters  of  the  City  approved  Proposition  P on  November  2002  to 
establish  the  Public  Utilities  Revenue  Bond  Oversight  Committee,  an  independent  citizens 
advisory  committee  (or  the  “RBOC”)  under  Chapter  V of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
(Section  5A.30  et  seq.).  The  purpose  of  the  RBOC  is  to  conduct  audits  to  ensure  the  legal  and 
efficient  expenditure  of  revenue  bond  proceeds  on  the  repair,  replacement,  upgrading  and 
expansion  of  the  water  collection,  power  generation,  water  distribution  and  wastewater  treatment 
facilities  operated  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (the  “Commission”)  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the  “City”);  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  5A.36  of  the  Administrative  Code,  subject  to 
reauthorization  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  RBOC  will  sunset  on  January  1,  2016;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  RBOC  meets  monthly  and  provides  valuable  oversight  of  the  SFPUC 
regarding  the  expenditure  of  revenue  bond  proceeds,  and  provides  annual  reports  to  the  public 
and  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  among  others,  regarding  its  findings;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  Proposition  H (approved  by  the  voters  in  November  2001)  and 
Propositions  A and  E (approved  by  the  voters  in  November  2002)  the  Commission  was 
authorized  to  upgrade  its  water  collection,  power  generation,  water  distribution  and  wastewater 
treatment  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  27,  2010,  Commission  Resolution  10-0114  identified  Levels  of 
Service  Goals  for  the  proposed  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program,  and  implementation 
would  require  the  issuance  of  revenue  bonds  over  the  upcoming  decade;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  12,  2011,  Commission  Resolution  11-0109  extended  the 
completion  date  of  the  $4.6  billion  revenue  bond  funded  Water  System  Improvement  Program 
(“WSIP”)  to  July  2016;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  13,  2011,  Commission  Resolution  11-0195  endorsed  the 
extension  of  the  RBOC  sunset  date;  and  on  December  4,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed 
Ordinance  236-12  thereby  extending  the  RBOC  sunset  date  three  years  to  January  1,  2016;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  23,  2013,  Commission  Resolution  13-0060  extended  the 
completion  date  of  the  “WSIP”  to  April  2019;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  anticipation  of  the  desirability  of  continuing  the  oversight  work  of  the 
RBOC,  on  August  19,  2015  the  RBOC  voted  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  an 
extension  of  its  sunset  date  for  three  years  to  January  1,  2019  from  January  1,  2016;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  The  RBOC  provides  valuable  independent  oversight  to  ratepayers 
regarding  the  expenditure  of  revenue  bonds,  and  therefore  this  Commission  supports  the 
extension  of  the  sunset  date  of  the  RBOC  for  three  years  to  January  1,  2019  from  January  1, 
2016,  as  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  approve. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0183 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  9.107(6)  of  the  Charter  (the  “Charter’')  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  (the  “City”),  revenue  bonds  may  be  issued,  without  voter  approval, 
upon  a three-fourths  affirmative  vote  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  (the  “Board”),  for 
the  purpose  of  the  reconstruction  or  replacement  ol  existing  water  facilities  and  electric  power 
facilities  or  combinations  thereof  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (the  “Commission”);  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  9.107(8)  of  the  Charter,  revenue  bonds  may  be  issued, 
without  voter  approval,  upon  affirmative  vote  of  the  Board,  for  the  purpose  of  the  acquisition, 
construction,  installation,  equipping,  improvement  or  rehabilitation  of  equipment  or  facilities  for 
renewable  energy  and  energy  conservation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  9.107(8)  of  the  Charter,  the  Commission  previously 
issued  $6,325,000  aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  Clean  Renewable  Energy  Bonds  in  2008, 
$8,291,000  aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  Qualified  Energy  Conservation  Bonds  in  201 1,  and 
$6,600,000  aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  New  Clean  Renewable  Energy  Bonds  in  2012,  in 
each  case,  payable  from  the  net  revenues  of  the  Commission’s  Power  Enterprise  (the  “Power 
Enterprise”);  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Ordinance  No.  106-14,  adopted  by  the  Board  on  June  24,  2014, 
and  signed  by  the  Mayor  on  July  2,  2014  (“Ordinance  No.  106-14”),  the  Board  previously 
authorized  revenue  bonds  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $112,346,843  to 
finance  the  costs  of  various  power  capital  projects  benefiting  the  Power  Enterprise  pursuant  to 
Charter  Section  9.107(8);  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Ordinance  No.  41-15,  adopted  by  the  Board  on  March  24,  2015, 
and  signed  by  the  Mayor  on  April  2,  2015  (“Ordinance  No.  41-15”),  the  Board  authorized 
additional  revenue  bonds  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $48,000,000  to  finance 
various  capital  projects  for  the  Power  Enterprise  pursuant  to  Charter  Sections  9.107(6)  and 
9.107(8),  and  supplemented  by  Ordinance  No.  106-14  to  permit  its  bond  authorization  under 
Ordinance  No.  106-14  to  be  issued  for  the  purposes  described  under  Charter  Section  9.107(6)  or 
Section  9.107(8);  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  such  authorizations,  the  Commission  previously  issued 
$39,555,000  aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  Power  Revenue  Bonds,  2015  Series  A Bonds 
(Green  Bonds)  and  2015  Series  B Bonds;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  43.5  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
(“Article  V”),  enacted  by  Ordinance  No.  203-98  adopted  by  the  Board  on  June  8,  1998,  and 
signed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  on  June  19,  1998  (“Ordinance  No.  203-98"),  as  amended  by 
Ordinance  No.  270-06,  adopted  on  October  24,  2006  by  the  Board  and  signed  by  the  Mayor  on 
October  31,  2006  (“Ordinance  No.  270-06,”  and  collectively  with  Ordinance  No.  106-14, 
Ordinance  No.  41-15  and  Ordinance  No.  203-98,  the  “Ordinances  ),  the  Board  established  a 
procedure  pursuant  to  which  the  Commission  may  issue  short-term  indebtedness,  including  the 


issuance  and  reissuance  of  commercial  paper  notes  in  anticipation  of  the  issuance  of  revenue 
bonds;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  desirable  to  make  certain 
improvements  (the  “Improvements”)  to  the  facilities  of  the  Power  Enterprise,  all  as  included  in 
the  Commission’s  ten-year  Capital  Plan,  and  to  provide  for  short-term  financing  of  capital 
improvements  and  related  costs  for  improvements,  betterments  and  additions  to  the  Power 
Enterprise  through  the  establishment  of  a Power  Enterprise  commercial  paper  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  seeks  to  authorize  the  issuance  and  reissuance  of  Power 
Enterprise  commercial  paper  notes  (the  CP  Notes  ) from  time  to  time  in  an  aggregate  principal 
amount  not  to  exceed  $90,000,000,  subject  to  approval  by  resolution  of  the  Board  (the  “Proposed 
Resolution  ),  establishing  a Power  Enterprise  commercial  paper  program  (the  “Power  CP 
Program”)  and  authorizing  the  issuance  of  such  CP  Notes;  and 

WHEREAS,  A draft  ot  the  Proposed  Resolution  to  be  submitted  for  consideration  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  is  on  file  with  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  this  Resolution,  the  Proposed  Resolution  and  the  Ordinances, 
the  General  Manager  and  other  appropriate  officers,  employees,  representatives  and  agents  of  the 
Commission  shall  be  authorized  to  take  all  necessary  action  in  connection  with  the  establishment 
of  the  Power  CP  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  issued  a request  for  bids  from  qualified  banks  to  provide  for 
one  or  more  letters  ot  credit  and  or  revolving  lines  of  credit  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  Power 
Enterprise  CP  Notes  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $90,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  After  an  evaluation  of  the  responses  to  such  request  for  bids,  the 
Commission  staff  determined  that  Bank  ot  America,  N.A.  (“Bank  of  America”)  provided  the 
most  advantageous  terms  to  the  Commission,  and  pursuant  to  which  terms  Bank  of  America  will 
issue  its  direct-pay  letter  of  credit  (the  “Letter  of  Credit”)  in  an  original  stated  amount  not  to 
exceed  $97,989,042  (representing  a principal  amount  of  $90,000,000  plus  an  amount  equal  to 
270  days  interest  on  such  principal  amount  at  a rate  of  twelve-percent  (12%)  per  year  computed 
on  a basis  of  a 365-day  year),  to  secure  payment  of  the  CP  Notes;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  forms  of  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  (the 
"Reimbursement  Agreement”),  including  the  form  of  bank  note  (the  “Bank  Note”)  which  may  be 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Reimbursement  Agreement,  and  a related  fee  agreement  (the  “Fee 
Agreement"),  proposed  to  be  entered  into  by  the  Commission  and  Bank  of  America  have  been 
presented  to  the  Commission  and  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  and  the 
Commission  finds  it  in  its  best  interest  to  enter  into  such  agreements  and  to  execute  and  issue  the 
Bank  Note;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  Power  CP  Program,  CP  Notes  will  be  secured  by  the  Letter  of 
Credit,  and  the  Commission  will  prepare  and  cause  the  distribution  of  an  offering  memorandum 
related  to  the  CP  Notes;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  issue  the  CP  Notes,  the  Commission  also  finds  it  appropriate  and 
in  its  best  interest  to  execute  an  issuing  and  paying  agent  agreement  (the  “Issuing  and  Paying 
Agent  Agreement  ) with  U.S.  Bank,  National  Association,  as  issuing  and  paying  agent  (the 
“Issuing  and  Paying  Agent”)  for  the  CP  Notes;  and 
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WHEREAS,  The  forms  of  the  proposed  Paying  Agent  Agreement  and  the  proposed 
offering  memorandum  (the  “Offering  Memorandum  ) have  also  been  submitted  to  the 
Commission  and  filed  with  the  Secretary;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  market  and  remarket  the  CP  Notes,  the  Commission  finds  it 
necessary  to  execute  one  or  more  commercial  paper  dealer  agreements  (each  a Dealer 
Agreement”)  for  the  CP  Notes;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  form  of  Dealer  Agreement  has  been  presented  to  the 
Commission  and  filed  with  the  Secretary,  and  the  Commission  finds  it  in  its  best  interest  to  enter 
into  such  agreement  with  one  or  more  of  qualified  commercial  paper  dealers;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  The  Commission  approves  the  establishment  of  the  Power  CP  Program  in 
an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $90,000,000,  subject  to  adoption  by  the  Board  ot  a 
resolution  in  the  form  of  the  Proposed  Resolution.  If  the  Board  adopts  the  Proposed  Resolution, 
the  General  Manager  of  the  Commission  (the  “General  Manager”)  or  his  or  her  designee  is 
authorized  to  issue  and  reissue  up  to  $90,000,000  aggregate  principal  amount  of  CP  Notes  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  set  forth.  The  CP  Notes  will  bear  interest  at  a rate  not  in  excess  of 
12%  per  annum,  and  such  CP  Notes  shall  not  mature  more  than  five  years  following  their  date  of 
issuance,  in  accordance  with  Section  43.5.2  of  the  Administrative  Code  of  the  City;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  If  the  Board  adopts  the  Proposed  Resolution,  the 
Reimbursement  Agreement  (including  the  Bank  Note)  and  Fee  Agreement,  in  substantially  the 
forms  submitted  to  this  Commission,  are  approved  and  recommended  to  the  Controller's 
Director  of  the  City’s  Office  of  Public  Finance  (the  "Director”)  for  approval  pursuant  to  Article 
V.  The  General  Manager  or  his  or  her  designee  is  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  and  deliver 
the  Reimbursement  Agreement  (including  the  Bank  Note)  and  the  Fee  Agreement,  subject  to 
such  additions  thereto  or  changes  therein  which  the  General  Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the 
City  Attorney  and  Director,  shall  approve,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the 
execution  and  delivery  of  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  (including  the  Bank  Note),  and  Fee 
Agreement;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  If  the  Board  adopts  the  Proposed  Resolution,  the  General 
Manager  or  his  or  her  designee  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  appoint  U.S.  Bank  National 
Association  as  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  for  the  CP  Notes.  The  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent 
Agreement  between  the  Commission  and  the  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent,  in  substantially  the  form 
submitted  to  this  Commission,  is  hereby  approved  and  recommended  to  the  Director  for  approval 
pursuant  to  Article  V.  The  General  Manager  or  his  or  her  designee  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
execute  and  deliver  the  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  Agreement,  subject  to  such  additions  thereto  or 
changes  therein  which  the  General  Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and 
Director,  shall  approve,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and 
delivery  of  such  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  Agreement;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  If  the  Board  adopts  the  Proposed  Resolution,  the  General 
Manager  or  his  or  her  designee  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  select  and  appoint  one  or 
more  qualified  commercial  paper  dealers  from  the  pool  ot  dealers  that  contract  with  the 
Commission  to  market  its  commercial  paper  upon  such  terms  as  the  General  Manager  or  his  or 
her  designee,  upon  consultation  with  the  Director  and  the  City  Attorney  determines  are  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  Commission.  The  Dealer  Agreement,  in  substantially  the  form  submitted  to 
this  Commission,  is  hereby  approved  and  recommended  to  the  Director  for  approval  pursuant  to 
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Article  V.  The  General  Manager  or  his  or  her  designee  is  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  and 
deliver  one  or  more  Dealer  Agreements  in  substantially  said  form,  subject  to  such  additions 
thereto  or  changes  therein  which  the  General  Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney 
and  Director,  shall  approve,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and 
delivery  of  such  Dealer  Agreements,  provided  that  the  Dealer  Agreement(s)  are  awarded  to  one 
or  more  qualified  commercial  paper  dealers  for  a period  not  to  exceed  three  years,  with  optional 
annual  extensions  not  to  exceed  five  years  from  the  commencement  date  of  the  initial  term;  and 
be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Offering  Memorandum,  in  substantially  the  form 
submitted  to  this  Commission,  is  hereby  approved  and  recommended  to  the  Director  for  approval 
pursuant  to  the  Administrative  Code,  Article  V thereof,  subject  to  such  additions  thereto  or 
changes  therein  which  the  General  Manager,  upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the 
Director,  shall  approve.  The  General  Manager  (or  the  designee  thereof)  is  further  authorized  and 
directed  to  distribute  or  cause  to  be  distributed,  in  connection  in  the  sale  of  any  Commercial 
Paper  Notes,  one  or  more  Offering  Memoranda  in  such  form,  as  the  General  Manager,  upon 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Director,  shall  approve;  and  be  it, 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Resolution  is  subject  to  adoption  of  the  Proposed 
Resolution  by  the  Board,  and  approved  by  the  Mayor.  The  General  Manager  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  submit  the  Proposed  Resolution  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
requesting  consideration  and  approval  of  the  establishment  of  a Power  Enterprise  Commercial 
Paper  Program  and  the  issuance  from  time  to  time  of  Power  Enterprise  Commercial  Paper  Notes 
in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $90,000,000.  Consistent  with  the  Ordinances,  in 
no  event  shall  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  CP  Notes  exceed  $90,000,000,  the  interest  rate 
on  any  CP  Note  exceed  12%  per  annum,  nor  may  any  CP  Note  mature  more  than  five  years  from 
the  date  of  issuance;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  or  his  or  her  designee,  and  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Director,  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
execute  such  other  agreements,  certifications  or  documents  and  to  take  any  and  all  necessary 
action  in  furtherance  of  the  marketing  and  sale  of  the  CP  Notes.  The  General  Manager  is  further 
authorized,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Director,  to  execute  amendments  to 
extend  the  term  of  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  for  an  aggregate  period  not  exceeding  five 
years  from  its  commencement  date(s),  provided  that  the  annual  facility  fee  payable  to  Bank  of 
America  shall  not  exceed  $350,000  per  year  in  the  aggregate  for  the  CP  Notes  and  no  other  terms 
are  changed  which  would  increase  the  financial  risk  to  the  Commission.  The  General  Manager  is 
further  authorized,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney  and  the  Director,  to  execute  one  or 
more  amendments  to  extend  the  term  ot  any  Dealer  Agreement  authorized  hereunder  for  a period 
not  to  exceed  three  years,  with  optional  annual  extensions  not  to  exceed  five  years  from  the 
commencement  date  of  the  initial  term,  so  long  as  the  total  compensation  to  the  commercial 
paper  dealer(s)  for  their  services  with  respect  to  the  CP  Notes  shall  not  exceed  an  aggregate  of 
$50,000  per  year;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  makes  the  following  finding  in 
compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”),  California  Public 
Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq.,  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  15  Cal.  Administrative  Code 
Sections  15000  et  seq.,  (the  “CEQA  Guidelines”),  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
Chapter  3 1 that  the  establishment  of  the  Power  CP  Program  and  the  issuance  of  the  CP  Notes  is 
not  subject  to  CEQA  because  as  the  establishment  of  a government  financing  mechanism  that 


4 


does  not  identify  individual  specific  projects  to  be  constructed  with  the  funds,  it  is  not  a project 
as  defined  by  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines  and  that  the  Commission  shall  consult  with  the 
City  Attorney  as  to  necessary  CEQA  findings  and  determinations  with  respect  to  any  project 
prior  to  the  expenditure  of  CP  Note  funds;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  delegate  any  of  the 
responsibilities  or  duties  set  forth  in  this  resolution  to  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Business 
Services  and  Chief  Financial  Officer  of  the  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  All  actions  heretofore  taken  by  the  officials,  employees  and 
agents  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  increasing  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  the  Power 
CP  Program  and  obtaining  credit  support  for  the  Power  CP  Program,  an  issuing  and  paying  agent 
for  each  series  of  CP  Notes  and  dealers  for  the  CP  Notes  and  the  issuance  and  sale  of  the  CP 
Notes  are  hereby  approved,  confirmed  and  ratified. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0184 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  acting  on  behalf  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the  "Commission")  has  applied  for  and  received  an  allocation  of 
$4  100  000  (the  "Allocation")  from  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  under  the  New  Clean 
Renewable  Energy  Bond  (“NCREBs”)  program  of  the  United  States  federal  government;  and 


WHEREAS,  NCREBs  are  a form  of  debt  that  allow  a qualified  issuer  to  receive 
reimbursement  from  the  United  States  government,  equal  to  the  lesser  of  the  interest  payable 
on  such  bonds  or  70%  of  the  tax  credit  rate  applicable  to  such  bonds;  provided,  however,  that 
such  reimbursement  may  be  reduced  by  sequestration  or  other  action  of  the  United  States 
government;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Allocation  provides  the  Commission  with  an  opportunity  to  issue 
NCREBs  to  finance  the  cost  of  acquiring  and  installing  proposed  solar  energy  facilities 
comprised  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Academy  Solar  Energy  Facility  and  the  Marina  Middle 
School  Solar  Energy  Facility  (together,  the  "NCREBs  Projects"),  all  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  Commission’s  application  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  for  the  Allocation,  and 


WHEREAS  Pursuant  to  Section  9.107(8)  of  the  Charter  (the  "Charter")  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  (the  “City”),  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  (the  "Board")  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  revenue  bonds  by  the  Commission  for  the  acquisition, 
construction,  installation,  equipping,  improvement  or  rehabilitation  of  equipment  or  facilities  for 
renewable  energy  and  energy  conservation,  such  revenue  bonds  to  be  issued  and  sold  in 
accordance  with  State  law  or  any  procedure  provided  for  by  ordinance  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS  Environmental  review  would  be  completed  for  the  individual  projects  under 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  prior  to  subsequent  action  by  this  Commission 
to  approve  award  of  a construction  contract  or  execution  of  memoranda  of  understanding  with 
the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  and  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  to 
implement  the  proposed  projects;  and 


WHEREAS  The  Commission  has  determined  to  issue  NCREBs  in  the  form  of  an 
Equipment  Lease/Purchase  Agreement  (Taxable  Direct  Pay  New  Clean  Renewable  Energy 
Bond)  expected  to  be  dated  as  of  October  1,  2015,  by  and  between  the  Commission  and  Banc 
of  America  Leasing  & Capital,  LLC  (“Bank  of  America”)  in  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $4  100  000  (the  "NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement"),  for  the  purpose  of  financing 
the  costs  of  acquiring  and  installing  the  NCREBs  Projects  (including  reimbursement  to  the 
Commission  for  such  costs),  as  well  as  for  the  payment  of  costs  of  issuance  and  other  incidental 

costs  therefor;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  obligation  of  the  Commission  to  make  payments  under  the  NCREB 
Lease/Purchase  Agreement  is  limited  to  the  Net  Revenues  of  the  Electric  System  (all  as  defined 
in  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement);  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Commission  staff  selected  Bank  of  America  through  a competitive  bid 
process  to  provide  financing  for  the  NCREBs  Projects,  and  Bank  of  America  submitted  the  best 
bid  to  provide  said  financing;  and 


WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  recommend  that  the  Commission  authorize  and  direct  the 
execution  and  delivery  of  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement  and  related  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  seek  Commission  authorization  for  the  funding  of  the  NCREBs 
Projects,  and  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  following  documents:  (i)  the  form  of  a Direct 
Purchase  Agreement,  dated  as  specified  therein  (the  “Direct  Purchase  Agreement”),  (ii)  the  form  of 
the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement,  between  the  Commission  and  Bank  of  America  (the 
NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement’),  and  (iii)  a Filing  Agent  Agreement,  expected  to  be  dated  as 
of  the  first  day  of  the  month  in  which  said  agreement  will  be  executed  and  delivered,  between 
the  Commission  and  U.S.  Bank  National  Association  (the  “Filing  Agent  Agreement”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  been  presented  with  the  forms  of  all  of  the  documents 
referred  to  in  the  preceding  clauses,  relating  to  the  funding  of  the  NCREBs  Projects;  and 


WHEREAS,  Subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  all  acts,  conditions  and 
things  required  by  the  Charter  and  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  State  of  California  to  exist  to 
have  happened  and  to  have  been  performed  precedent  to  and  in  connection  with  the 
consummation  of  the  financing  authorized  here  do  exist,  have  happened  and  have  been  performed 
in  regular  and  due  time,  form  and  manner  as  required  by  law  and,  subject  to  such  approval  the 
Commission  is  duly  authorized  and  empowered,  pursuant  to  each  and  every  requirement  of  law  to 
authorize  such  financing,  the  issuance  of  the  Commission  NCREBs,  and  to  authorize  the  execution 
and  delivery  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement,  the  Direct  Purchase  Agreement,  the  Filinq 
Agent  Agreement  and  related  documents  for  the  purposes,  in  the  manner  and  upon  the  terms 
provided;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  approves  the  following: 

Section  1.  Approval  and  Authorization  of  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement.  The 
execution  and  delivery  of  the  NCREBs,  in  the  form  of  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement  in 
an^a^re®ate  Pr'nc'Pa^  amount  Hot  to  exceed  $4,100,000,  with  a term  of  not-to-exceed  18  years 
and  bearing  interest  at  an  interest  rate  not  to  exceed  12%  (collectively  such  items  are  referred  to 
3s  the  Core  Material  Terms”  herein),  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved  by  the  Commission, 
subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approving  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  NCREB 
Lease/Purchase  Agreement  and  related  documents.  The  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement 
provides  the  primary  terms  of  the  financing,  whereby  Bank  of  America  makes  an  up-front  payment 
to  be  used  by  the  Commission  to  purchase  the  NCREBs  Projects,  and  Bank  of  America  acquires 

C°m™ssi0n  s lease  Payment  obligation  thereunder  and  maintains  a security  interest  in  the 
NCREBs  Equipment. 

Section  2.  Form  of  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement.  The  form  of  the  NCREB 
Lease/Purchase  Agreement,  in  substantially  the  form  presented  to  this  Commission,  is  hereby 
approved.  The  General  Manager,  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Operating  Officer  the 
Assistant  General  Manager,  Business  Services  and  Chief  Financial  Officer,  or  a designee  of  the 
General  Manager  (each,  an  “Authorized  Officer),  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  are 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  and  deliver  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement 
with  such  changes,  additions,  amendments  or  modifications  therein  which  he  may  deem  necessary 
or  desirable,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  the  approval  of  such  additions  or  changes  to  be 


conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement; 
except  that  no  such  modifications  may  exceed  any  of  the  Core  Material  Terms  nor  otherwise 
materially  increase  the  risk  to  the  Commission. 

Section  3.  Form  of  Direct  Purchase  Agreement.  The  Direct  Purchase  Agreement  provides 
the  terms  on  which  Bank  of  America  will  purchase  the  Commission’s  lease  payment  obligations 
under  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement.  The  form  of  the  Direct  Purchase  Agreement,  in 
substantially  the  form  presented  to  this  Commission,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  is 
hereby  approved.  The  Authorized  Officers  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  are  authorized 
and  directed  to  execute  and  deliver  said  form  of  Direct  Purchase  Agreement  with  such  changes, 
additions,  amendments  or  modifications  therein  which  they  may  deem  necessary  or  desirable,  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  the  approval  of  such  additions  or  changes  to  be  conclusively 
evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  Direct  Purchase  Agreement;  except  that  no  such 
modifications  may  exceed  any  of  the  Core  Material  Terms  nor  otherwise  materially  increase  the 
risk  to  the  Commission. 

Section  4.  Form  of  Filing  Agent  Agreement.  The  Filing  Agent  Agreement  provides  the 
terms  on  which  U.S.  Bank  National  Association  will  file  the  necessary  federal  forms  to  assure 
the  receipt  by  the  Commission  of  the  federal  subsidy  payments  payable  by  the  federal 
government  as  a reimbursement  for  the  payments  due  by  the  Commission  under  the  NCREB 
Lease/Purchase  Agreement.  The  form  of  Filing  Agent  Agreement,  in  substantially  the  form 
presented  to  this  Commission,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  is  hereby  approved.  The 
Authorized  Officers  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  are  authorized  and  directed  to 
execute  and  deliver  said  form  of  Filing  Agent  Agreement,  with  such  changes,  additions, 
amendments  or  modifications  therein  which  they  may  deem  necessary  or  desirable,  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  the  approval  of  such  additions  or  changes  to  be  conclusively 
evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  Filing  Agent  Agreement. 

Section  5.  Submittal  to  Board  for  Approval.  The  General  Manager  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  submit  to  the  Board  a Resolution  requesting  consideration  and  approval  of  the 
issuance  of  the  Commission  NCREBs  and  the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement  and  related 
documents  as  required  by  the  Charter,  and,  further,  submit  to  the  Board  an  Ordinance  for 
consideration  providing  authorization  to  transfer  project  budget  from  operating  revenue  to 
NCREBs  proceeds  by  supplemental  appropriation. 

Section  6.  General  Authority.  The  officers  of  this  Commission,  the  General  Manager, 
the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Operating  Officer,  the  Assistant  General  Manager, 
Business  and  Financial  Services  of  the  Commission  and  the  officers  of  the  City  are  hereby 
authorized  and  directed,  each  acting  alone,  for  and  in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  this 
Commission,  to  execute  and  deliver  any  and  all  documents,  certificates  and  representations, 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  signature  certificates,  no-litigation  certificates,  tax  certificates,  to  do 
any  and  all  things  and  take  any  and  all  actions  which  may  be  necessary  or  advisable,  in  their 
discretion,  to  effectuate  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  Commission  NCREBs  in  the  form  of 
the  NCREB  Lease/Purchase  Agreement,  the  financing  of  the  NCREBs  Projects,  and  the  actions 
which  the  Commission  has  approved  in  this  resolution.  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to 
delegate  any  of  its  responsibilities  or  duties  set  forth  in  this  Resolution  to  the  Assistant  General 
Manager,  Business  and  Financial  Services  of  the  Commission. 


Section  7.  Ratification.  All  actions  heretofore  taken  by  the  officials,  employees  and 
agents  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  NCREB 
Lease/Purchase  Agreement  are  hereby  approved,  confirmed  and  ratified. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0185 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  delivers  water  to 
Wholesale  and  Retail  Customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  North  San  Mateo  County  Sanitation  District  (NSMCSD),  a subsidiary 
of  the  City  of  Daly  City  (Daly  City)  currently  produces  2.77  million  gallons  per  day  (mgd)  of 
recycled  water  at  its  Westlake  Wastewater  Treatment  Plant  (Westlake  Plant);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  NSMCSD  currently  supplies  recycled  water  for  its  own  use  and  to 
landscape  irrigation  customers  located  in  the  Westside  Groundwater  Basin,  including  the  San 
Francisco  Golf  Club,  the  Olympic  Club,  and  the  Lake  Merced  Golf  Club,  pursuant  to  an 
agreement  dated  March  8,  2002  between  the  users,  Daly  City  and  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  and  Daly  City  have  worked  together  to  supply  recycled  water 
to  Harding  Park/Fleming  Golf  Course,  a San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  Department  facility 
that  has  been  receiving  recycled  water  deliveries  since  2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  average  annual  wastewater  inflow  to  the  Westlake  Plant  is 
approximately  7.00  mgd  and  analysis  completed  in  October  of  2009  concluded  that  up  to  3.4 
mgd  of  additional  recycled  water  supplies  can  be  produced  at  the  Plant;  and 

WHEREAS,  Cemeteries  in  Colma  rely  on  potable  groundwater  and  potable  surface  water 
from  the  Regional  Water  System  to  meet  their  irrigation  needs  and  other  customers  in  the  Retail 
Service  Area  use  potable  water  for  irrigation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Daly  City  proposes  to  hire  an  engineering  consulting  firm  to  provide  design 
and  environmental  review  services  to  evaluate  the  feasibility  of  expanding  recycled  water 
production  at  the  Westlake  Plant  (Proposed  Project);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  consulting  services  for  studies,  preliminary  design  and 
the  preparation  of  a Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  (MND)  pursuant  to  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  for  the  Proposed  Project  is  $2,400,000,  plus  anticipated 
SFPUC  staff  support  costs  of  up  to  $200,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Any  subsequent  approval  of  the  project  by  this  Commission  will  occur  only 
after  consideration  of  the  CEQA  findings  based  on  an  adopted  MND  by  NSMCSD;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  September  of  2015  and  end  in 
September  2017  and  the  total  duration  of  this  agreement  is  24  months;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  Daly  City’s  award 
of  the  agreement  from  Project  No.  CUW278  Other  Recycled  Water  Projects  - Local;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  the  North  San  Mateo 
County  Sanitation  District,  a subsidiary  of  the  City  of  Daly  City,  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed 
$2,400,000,  and  with  a total  duration  of  twenty-four  (24)  months;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  SFPUC  to  provide  staff 
support  at  an  additional  cost  of  up  to  $200,000  to  review  and  implement  the  planning  and  design 
efforts  being  undertaken  by  NSMCSD  and  its  consultant. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0186 


WHEREAS,  On  November  8,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0188,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  - funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2652  Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  - San  Antonio  Creek,  to  Gordon  N. 
Ball,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  set  for  December  27, 
2011; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $12,947,400  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  1830  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("EIR")  was  prepared  for  Calaveras  Dam 
Replacement  Project  (CDRP);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Final  EIR  (FEIR)  was  certified  by  the  Planning  Commission  on  January 
27,  201 1,  by  Motion  No.  17992;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  27,  2011,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(SFPUC),  by  Resolution  No.  11-0015,  approved  the  CDRP  and  adopted  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  findings  and  a Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting 
Program  (MMRP)  required  by  the  CEQA;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  15,  2011,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors,  by  Resolution 
No.  131-11,  adopted  additional  CEQA  findings  for  the  CDRP,  including  approval  of 
implementation  of  the  Habitat  Compensation  Sites;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  files,  including  the  FEIR  and  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  11-0015 
have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the 
record  before  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  FEIR  and  the  findings  contained  in  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  11-0015  and  all  written  and  oral 
information  provided  by  the  Planning  Department,  the  public,  relevant  public  agencies,  SFPUC 
and  other  experts  and  the  administrative  files  for  the  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  By  Commission  Resolution  13-0069  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for 
$979,457  to  address  various  changed  conditions,  including  storm  damage  in  December  2012,  and 
emergency  watering  required  by  an  exceedingly  dry  Spring  in  2013,  increasing  the  approved 
contract  amount  to  $15,221,597  (including  the  original  10%  contingency);  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  and  (2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that  any 
cumulative  increase  in  price  or  duration,  respectively,  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  be 
approved  by  the  Commission;  and 


WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 is  being  requested  for  $1,098,897  to  control  a pathogen 
infestation  onsite  and  to  add  an  extra  year  of  maintenance  and  watering  made  necessary  by  the 
continuing  drought,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $16,320,494  (including  the  original 
contingency  and  costs  of  all  modifications),  and  for  a time  extension  of  365  calendar  days,  for  a 
total  contract  duration  of  2,195  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Monitoring  Division  subcontracting  goals  of  13%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  were  originally  established  for  this  construction  contract,  and  the 
contractor’s  commitment  is  17.83%,  and  has  to  date  achieved  68%  of  its  goal;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  WSIP  Director’s  reserve  and  the  Natural 
Resources  and  Land  Management  (NRLM)  division’s  Capital  budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FEIR,  and  finds  that  the 
FEIR  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  action  taken  herein  to  award  this 
increase  of  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  and  incorporates  the  CEQA  findings 
contained  in  Board  of  Supervisor  Resolution  No.  131-11  [including  the  Statement  of  Overriding 
Considerations]  by  this  reference  thereto  as  though  set  forth  in  this  Resolution;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  Commission  further  finds  that  since  the  FEIR  was 
finalized,  there  have  been  no  substantial  project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  project 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  FEIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the 
conclusions  set  forth  in  the  FEIR;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  2 to 
Water  Enterprise  Water  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2652 
Bioregional  Habitat  Restoration  - San  Antonio  Creek  with  Gordon  N.  Ball,  Inc,  increasing  the 
contract  by  $1,098,897,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $16,320,494,  and  with  a time  extension  of 
365consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  2195  consecutive  calendar  days; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
or  his  designee  to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract 
amount  for  up  to  $16,320,494. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 

.Oiliyi/iA.  *J<kvc/L~ 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0187 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  developed  a 
project  description  under  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  for  meeting  water 
supply  demands,  otherwise  known  as  Project  No.  CUW30201,  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled 
Water  Project,  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  objectives  of  the  Project  are  to  construct  a new  recycled  water  treatment 
facility,  pump  station,  underground  reservoir  and  associated  pipelines  and  that  would  produce 
and  deliver  up  to  2 million  gallons  per  day  of  recycled  water  for  irrigation,  lake  fill,  and  other 
non-potable  uses,  to  diversify  the  SFPUC’s  water  supply  portfolio  and  increase  the  use  of  local 
water  supply  sources;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Final  Program  Environmental  Impact  Report  (PEIR)  was  prepared  for  the 
WSIP  and  certified  by  the  Planning  Commission  on  October  30,  2008  by  Motion  No.  17734;  and 

WHEREAS,  Thereafter,  the  SFPUC  approved  the  WSIP  and  adopted  findings  and  a 
Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  as  required  by  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  on  October  30,  2008  by  Resolution  No.  08-200;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PEIR  has  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public, 
and  is  part  of  the  record  before  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department  prepared  an  EIR  for  the  Project  that  is  tiered  from 
the  PEIR,  as  authorized  by  and  in  accordance  with  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  September  3,  2015,  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  reviewed 
and  considered  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Report  (FEIR)  for  the  Project  in  Planning 
Department  File  No.  2008.009 IE,  consisting  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIR) 
and  the  Responses  to  Comments  document,  and  found  that  the  contents  of  said  report  and  the 
procedures  through  which  the  FEIR  was  prepared,  publicized  and  reviewed  complied  with  the 
provisions  of  the  CEQA,  the  CEQA  Guidelines  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code,  and  found  further  that  the  FEIR  reflects  the  independent  judgment  and 
analysis  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  is  adequate,  accurate  and  objective,  and  that 
the  Responses  to  Comments  document  contains  no  significant  revisions  to  the  Draft  EIR,  and 
certified  the  completion  of  said  FEIR  in  compliance  with  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines  in  its 
Motion  No.  M-19442;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Commission,  also  on  September  3,  2015,  adopted  CEQA 
Findings,  including  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  and  an  MMRP  by  Motion  No.  M- 
19443.  The  Planning  Department  found  the  Project  consistent  with  the  General  Plan  on 
September  3,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  FEIR,  all  written  and  oral  information  provided  by  the  Planning  Department,  the  public, 
relevant  public  agencies,  SFPUC  and  other  experts  and  the  administrative  files  for  the  Project 
and  the  EIR;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Project  and  FEIR  files  have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the 
SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the  record  before  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department,  Timothy  Johnston,  is  the  custodian  of  records, 
located  in  File  No.  2008.0091E,  at  1650  Mission  Street,  Fourth  Floor,  San  Francisco,  California; 
and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  prepared  proposed  findings,  as  required  by  CEQA,  (CEQA 
Findings)  and  a proposed  MMRP,  which  material  was  made  available  to  the  public  and  the 
Commission  for  the  Commission’s  review,  consideration  and  action;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOFVED,  That  this  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FEIR,  finds  that  the 
FEIR  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  actions  taken  herein,  and  hereby 
adopts  the  CEQA  Findings,  including  the  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  attached 
hereto  as  Attachment  A and  incorporated  herein  as  part  of  this  Resolution  by  this  reference 
thereto,  and  adopts  the  MMRP  attached  to  this  Resolution  as  Attachment  B and  incorporated 
herein  as  part  of  this  Resolution  by  this  reference  thereto;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOFVED,  That  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  is  authorized  to 
apply  for,  accept  and  execute  required  approvals  from  State  agencies,  including  but  not  limited 
to,  California  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board,  California  Department  of  Transportation, 
and  California  Coastal  Commission,  and  any  other  regulatory  approvals  as  required.  To  the 
extent  that  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  necessary  approvals  will  require  SFPUC  to  indemnify 
other  parties,  those  indemnity  obligations  are  subject  to  review  and  approval  by  the  San 
Francisco  Risk  Manager.  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  agree  to  such  terms  and 
conditions  that  are  within  the  lawful  authority  of  the  agency  to  impose,  in  the  public  interest, 
and,  in  the  judgment  of  the  General  Manager,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are 
reasonable  and  appropriate  for  the  scope  and  duration  of  the  required  approval,  as  necessary  for 
the  Project;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOFVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Project  No. 
CUW30201,  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project,  and  authorizes  staff  to  proceed 
with  actions  necessary  to  implement  the  Project;  provided,  that  staff  returns  to  the  Commission 
to  seek:  approval  of  necessary  agreements  with  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  Presidio 
Trust,  California  Army  National  Guard,  and  San  Francisco  Zoological  Society;  authorization  for 
State  Revolving  Fund  and  State  Water  Recycling  Fund  financing;  Board  of  Supervisor’s 
approval,  where  required;  and  award  of  construction  contracts. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  8,  2015. 


/ f\ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Attachment  A 

San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project 

California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Findings: 
Findings  of  Fact,  Evaluation  of  Mitigation  Measures  and 
Alternatives,  and  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations 

San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

In  determining  to  approve  the  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project  ("SFRW  Project" 
or  "Project")  described  in  Section  I,  Project  Description,  below,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ("SFPUC")  makes  and  adopts  the  following  findings  of  fact  and  decisions  regarding 
mitigation  measures  and  alternatives,  and  adopts  the  statement  of  overriding  considerations, 
based  on  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding  and  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  ("CEQA"),  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq„ 
particularly  Sections  21081  and  21081.5,  the  Guidelines  for  Implementation  of  CEQA  ("CEQA 
Guidelines"),  14  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq.,  particularly  Sections 
15091  through  15093.  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

This  document  is  organized  as  follows: 

Section  I provides  a description  of  the  Project  proposed  for  adoption,  the  environmental 
review  process  for  the  Project  (San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project  Environmental 
Impact  Report.  Planning  Department  Case  No.,  2008.009 IE,  State  Clearinghouse  No. 
2008052133)  (the  "Final  EIR"  or  "EIR"),  the  approval  actions  to  be  taken  and  the  location  of 
records; 

Section  II  identifies  the  impacts  found  not  to  be  significant  that  do  not  require  mitigation; 

Section  III  identifies  potentially  significant  impacts  that  can  be  avoided  or  reduced  to 
less-than-significant  levels  through  mitigation  and  describes  the  disposition  of  the  mitigation 
measures; 

Section  IV  identifies  significant  impacts  that  cannot  be  avoided  or  reduced  to  less-than- 
significant  levels  and  describes  any  applicable  mitigation  measures  as  well  as  the  disposition  of 
the  mitigation  measures; 

Section  V evaluates  the  different  Project  alternatives  and  the  economic,  legal,  social, 
technological  and  other  considerations  that  support  approval  of  the  Project  and  the  rejection  of 
alternatives,  or  elements  thereof,  analyzed:  and 
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Section  VI  presents  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  setting  forth  specific 
reasons  in  support  of  the  Commission’s  actions  and  rejection  of  the  alternatives  not  incorporated 
into  the  Project. 

The  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  ("MMRP")  for  the  mitigation  measures  that 
have  been  proposed  for  adoption  is  attached  with  these  findings  as  Attachment  B to  Resolution 
No.  15-0187.  The  MMRP  is  required  by  CEQA  Section  21081.6  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section 
15091.  Attachment  B provides  a table  setting  forth  each  mitigation  measure  listed  in  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Report  for  the  Project  ("Final  EIR")  that  is  required  to  reduce  or  avoid  a 
significant  adverse  impact.  Attachment  B also  specifies  the  agency  responsible  for 
implementation  of  each  measure  and  establishes  monitoring  actions  and  a monitoring  schedule. 
The  full  text  of  the  mitigation  measures  is  set  forth  in  Attachment  B. 

These  findings  are  based  upon  substantial  evidence  in  the  entire  record  before  the  Commission. 
The  references  set  forth  in  these  findings  to  certain  pages  or  sections  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Report  ("Draft  EIR"  or  "DEIR")  or  the  Comments  and  Responses  document  ("C&R”)  in 
the  Final  EIR  are  for  ease  of  reference  and  are  not  intended  to  provide  an  exhaustive  list  of  the 
evidence  relied  upon  for  these  findings. 

I.  Approval  of  the  Project 

A.  Project  Description 

By  this  action,  the  SFPUC  adopts  and  implements  the  SFRW  Project  identified  in  the  Final  EIR. 
Specifically,  the  Project  adopted  by  the  SFPUC  includes  the  following: 

• Construction  of  a recycled  water  treatment  plant  at  the  SFPUC’s  Oceanside  Water 
Pollution  Control  Plan  (WPCP)  and  within  a portion  of  the  adjacent  California  Army 
National  Guard  site.  Recycled  water  produced  at  this  facility  would  be  used  in  Golden  Gate 
Park  for  irrigation  and  as  fill  water  for  Golden  Gate  Park  lakes;  and  for  irrigation  in  the 
Panhandle  portion  of  the  park;  Lincoln  Park  Golf  Course,  and  various  areas  of  the  Presidio. 
The  treatment  plant  would  have  an  annual  average  production  capacity  of  up  to  2 million 
gallons  per  day  (mgd)  and  sized  to  meet  peak-day  demands  of  up  to  5 mgd. 

• Construction  of  a transmission  pipeline  primarily  along  36th  Avenue  that  would  run 
between  the  proposed  recycled  water  treatment  plant  at  the  Oceanside  WPCP  and  the 
existing  Central  Reservoir  in  Golden  Gate  Park.  The  pipeline  would  deliver  the  recycled 
water  from  the  Oceanside  WPCP  to  the  areas  of  use. 

• Construction  of  transmission  pipelines  between  the  Central  Reservoir  and  Lincoln  Park  and 
the  Presidio  and  the  adjacent  Golden  Gate  Park  Panhandle. 

• Construction  of  an  expanded  underground  reservoir  to  provide  additional  storage  capacity 
and  a new  pump  station  to  provide  increased  pumping  capacity  at  the  Central  Reservoir 
site. 
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B.  Project  Objectives 

The  three  main  objectives  of  the  SFRW  Project  are: 

• Diversify  the  SFPUC’s  water  supply  by  developing  recycled  water. 

• Develop  a new  water  supply  in  San  Francisco  that  is  both  reliable  and  drought  resistant. 

• Reduce  the  use  of  potable  water  and  groundwater  for  irrigation  and  other  nonpotable  uses 
by  supplying  those  demands  with  recycled  water. 

In  addition,  the  Project  is  part  of  the  SFPUC’s  adopted  Water  System  Improvement  Program 
("WSIP")  adopted  by  this  Commission  on  October  30,  2008  (see  Section  C.  1).  The  WSIP  consists 
of  over  70  local  and  regional  facility  improvement  projects  that  would  increase  the  ability  of  the 
SFPUC’s  water  supply  system  to  withstand  major  seismic  events  and  prolonged  droughts  and  to 
meet  estimated  water-purchase  requests  in  the  service  areas.  With  the  exception  of  the  water 
supply  goal,  the  overall  WSIP  goals  and  objectives  are  based  on  a planning  horizon  through  2030. 
The  water  supply  goal  to  meet  delivery  needs  in  the  SFPUC  service  area  is  based  on  a planning 
horizon  through  2018.  The  overall  goals  of  the  WSIP  for  the  regional  water  system  are  to: 

• Maintain  high-quality  water. 

• Reduce  vulnerability  to  earthquakes. 

• Increase  water  delivery  reliability. 

• Meet  customer  water  supply  needs. 

• Enhance  sustainability. 

• Achieve  a cost-effective,  fully  operational  system. 

The  Project  would  help  meet  WSIP  level-of-service  goals  and  system  performance  objectives. 
These  goals  include  providing  a total  of  10  mgd  annual  average  of  water  supply  from  recycled 
water,  groundwater,  and  conservation  projects  to  meet  retail  demand  in  San  Francisco.  Of  this 
amount,  the  WSIP  project  description  indicated  that  approximately  4 mgd  annual  average  would 
be  derived  from  recycled  water  projects  in  San  Francisco.  This  Project  would  provide  up  to  2 
mgd  of  recycled  water;  currently  identified  customers  are  estimated  to  use  1.6  mgd.  This  Project 
would  also  enable  implementation  of  the  SFPUC’s  Groundwater  Supply  Project,  approved  by  the 
SFPUC  in  December,  2013.  The  SFPUC’s  Groundwater  Supply  Project  calls  for  installation  of 
new  groundwater  wells  to  recover  2.5  to  3.0  mgd  of  groundwater  in  the  first  phase  and  conversion 
of  existing  irrigation  wells  in  Golden  Gate  Park  to  potable  use,  providing  1.0  to  1.5  mgd  of 
groundwater  in  the  second  phase.  The  second  phase  cannot  occur  until  recycled  water  is  available 
for  Golden  Gate  Park  landscaping  or  until  another  landscaping  water  source  is  identified.  Thus 
the  Project  would  also  help  meet  the  WSIP  goal  of  providing  approximately  4 mgd  annual 
average  of  water  supply  from  groundwater. 
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C.  Environmental  Review 


1.  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Environmental  Impact  Report 

On  October  30,  2008,  the  SFPUC  approved  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (also 
known  as  the  "Phased  WSIP”)  with  the  objective  of  repairing,  replacing,  and  seismically 
upgrading  the  system's  aging  pipelines,  tunnels,  reservoirs,  pump  stations,  and  storage  tanks 
(SFPUC,  2008;  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  08-0200).  The  WSIP  improvements  span  seven 
counties — Tuolumne,  Stanislaus,  San  Joaquin,  Alameda,  Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo,  and 
San  Francisco  (see  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  08-0200). 

To  address  the  potential  environmental  effects  of  the  WSIP,  the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  prepared  a Program  EIR  ("PEIR"),  which  was  certified  by  the  San  Francisco 
Planning  Commission  on  October  30,  2008  (Motion  No.  17734).  At  a project-level  of  detail,  the 
PEIR  evaluated  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  WSIP's  water  supply  strategy  and,  at  a program 
level  of  detail,  it  evaluated  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  WSIP's  facility  improvement 
projects.  The  PEIR  contemplated  that  additional  project-level  environmental  review  would  be 
conducted  for  the  facility  improvement  projects,  including  the  San  Francisco  Recycled  Water 
Project. 

2.  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project  Environmental  Impact  Report 

In  accordance  with  Sections  15063  and  15082  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  the  Environmental 
Planning  (“EP”)  staff  of  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department,  as  lead  agency,  sent  a first  and 
then  a revised  Notice  of  Preparation  ("NOP")  to  interested  entities  and  individuals  to  begin  the 
formal  CEQA  scoping  process  for  the  Project  on  June  5,  2008,  and  September  8,  2010, 
respectively.  Following  the  2010  NOP  scoping  period,  the  SFPUC  in  response  to  public  feedback 
evaluated  alternative  possible  sites,  resulting  in  a revised  Project  proposal  for  which  the  Planning 
Department  issued  a revised  NOP/Initial  Study  (IS)  on  July  16,  2014  with  the  scoping  period 
ending  on  August  15,  2014.  The  NOP  was  distributed  to  interested  parties  that  had  received  the 
initial  NOPs,  public  agencies,  additional  interested  parties  and  landowners/occupants  located  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  Project  facilities,  and  was  posted  on  the  Planning  Department’s  website  and 
placed  in  the  legal  classified  section  of  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle. 

The  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  received  nine  comments  on  the  scope  of  the  EIR  either 
at  the  scoping  meeting  or  in  writing  following  the  2014  scoping  meeting.  The  comment 
inventories  for  all  three  NOPs  are  included  in  the  Scoping  Report  in  Appendix  A of  the  EIR  along 
with  the  IS. 

EP  then  prepared  the  Draft  EIR,  which  described  the  Project  and  the  environmental  setting, 
identified  potential  impacts,  presented  mitigation  measures  for  impacts  found  to  be  significant  or 
potentially  significant,  and  evaluated  Project  alternatives.  The  Draft  EIR  analyzed  the  impacts 
associated  with  each  of  the  key  components  of  the  Project,  and  identified  mitigation  measures 
applicable  to  reduce  impacts  found  to  be  significant  or  potentially  significant  for  each  key 
component.  It  also  included  an  analysis  of  three  alternatives  to  the  Project.  In  assessing 
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construction  and  operational  impacts  of  the  Project,  the  EIR  considered  the  impacts  of  the  Project 
as  well  as  the  cumulative  impacts  associated  with  the  proposed  Project  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  future  actions  that  could  affect  the  same  resources. 

Each  environmental  issue  presented  in  the  Draft  EIR  was  analyzed  with  respect  to  significance 
criteria  that  are  based  on  EP  guidance  regarding  the  environmental  effects  to  be  considered 
significant.  EP  guidance  is,  in  turn,  based  on  CEQA  Guidelines  Appendix  G,  with  some 
modifications. 

The  Draft  EIR  was  circulated  for  public  comment  from  March  18,  2015  through  May  4,  2015.  A 
public  hearing  on  the  Draft  EIR  to  accept  written  or  oral  comments  was  held  at  the  San  Francisco 
Planning  Commission  meeting  at  San  Francisco  City  Hall  on  April  23,  2015.  During  the  public 
review  period,  EP  received  written  comments  sent  through  the  mail,  fax,  or  email.  A court 
reporter  was  present  at  the  public  hearing,  transcribed  the  public  hearing  verbatim,  and  prepared  a 
written  transcript. 

EP  then  prepared  the  C&R  document,  which  provided  written  responses  to  each  comment 
received  on  the  Draft  EIR.  The  C&R  document  was  published  on  August  19,  2015  and  included 
copies  of  all  of  the  comments  received  on  the  Draft  EIR  and  individual  responses  to  those 
comments.  The  C&R  provided  additional,  updated  information  and  clarification  on  issues  raised 
by  commenters,  as  well  as  SFPUC  and  Planning  Department  staff-initiated  text  changes  to 
address  Project  updates.  The  Planning  Commission  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final  EIR, 
which  includes  the  Draft  EIR  and  the  C&R  document,  and  all  of  the  supporting  information.  The 
Final  EIR  provided  augmented  and  updated  information  presented  in  the  Draft  EIR,  on  the 
following  topics:  Project  description,  cultural  resources,  transportation  and  circulation,  air  quality, 
hydrology  and  water  quality,  biological  resources,  and  Project  alternatives.  This  augmentation 
and  update  of  information  in  the  Draft  EIR  did  not  constitute  new  information  or  significance  that 
altered  any  of  the  conclusions  of  the  EIR. 

In  certifying  the  Final  EIR.  the  Planning  Commission  determined  that  none  of  the  factors  are 
present  that  would  necessitate  recirculation  of  the  Final  EIR  under  CEQA  Guidelines  Section 
15088.5.  The  Final  EIR  contains  no  information  revealing  (1)  any  new  significant  environmental 
impact  that  would  result  from  the  Project  or  from  a new  mitigation  measure  proposed  to  be 
implemented,  (2)  any  substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  a previously  identified  environmental 
impact,  (3)  any  feasible  Project  alternative  or  mitigation  measure  considerably  different  from 
others  previously  analyzed  that  would  clearly  lessen  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project,  but 
that  was  rejected  by  the  Project's  proponents,  or  (4)  that  the  Draft  EIR  was  so  fundamentally  and 
basically  inadequate  and  conclusory  in  nature  that  meaningful  public  review  and  comment  were 
precluded.  This  Commission  concurs  in  that  determination. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  Project  is  within  the  scope  of  the  Project  analyzed  in  the  Final  EIR 
and  the  Final  EIR  fully  analyzed  the  Project  proposed  for  approval.  No  new  impacts  have  been 
identified  that  were  not  analyzed  in  the  Final  EIR. 
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D.  Approval  Actions 

1.  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  Actions 

On  August  13,  2015,  the  Planning  Commission  certified  the  Final  EIR. 

The  Planning  Commission  also  adopts  CEQA  Findings,  makes  General  Plan  consistency 
findings,  and  issues  a Coastal  Development  Permit. 

2.  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  Actions 

The  SFPUC  is  taking  the  following  actions  and  approvals  to  implement  the  Project: 

• Adopts  these  CEQA  findings  and  the  attached  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting 
Program. 

• Approves  the  Project,  as  described  in  these  findings,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
or  his  designee  to  obtain  necessary  permits,  consents,  agreements  and  approvals  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission's  Resolution  No.  15-0187  approving  the  Project  to  which  this  Attachment  A is 
attached.  Approvals  include  entering  into  an  agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and 
Parks  Commission  ("SFRPD")  for  construction  in  and  use  of  SFRPD-managed  land  for  recycled 
water  facilities  and  pipelines. 

3.  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks  Commission 

The  Recreation  and  Parks  Commission  adopts  CEQA  Findings  and  approves  an  agreement  with 
SFPUC  for  construction,  operation  and  maintenance  of  recycled  water  facility  structures  and 
pipelines  on  park  lands. 

4.  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  Actions 

The  Planning  Commission’s  certification  of  the  Final  EIR  may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.  If  appealed,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  determine  whether  to  uphold  the 
certification  or  to  remand  the  Final  EIR  to  the  Planning  Department  for  further  review. 

The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  CEQA  Findings,  approves  an  allocation  of  bond 
monies  to  pay  for  implementation  of  the  Project,  and  approves  the  recycled  water  facility 
structures  in  Golden  Gate  Park. 

5.  Other  - Federal,  State,  and  Local  Agencies 

Implementation  of  the  Project  will  involve  consultation  with  or  required  approvals  by  other  local, 
state,  and  federal  regulatory  agencies,  including  (but  not  limited  to)  the  following: 

• Other  San  Francisco  City  entities,  including  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
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• California  Army  National  Guard  (lease  amendment) 

• California  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (loan  approval:  stormwater  and  recycled 
water  discharges) 

• California  Department  of  Transportation  (encroachment  permit) 

• California  Coastal  Commission  (coastal  permit) 

• Presidio  Trust  (water  supply  agreement) 

• U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
(NPDES  permit) 

To  the  extent  that  the  identified  mitigation  measures  require  consultation  or  approval  by  these 
other  agencies,  this  Commission  urges  these  agencies  to  assist  in  implementing,  coordinating,  or 
approving  the  mitigation  measures,  as  appropriate  to  the  particular  measure. 

E.  Contents  and  Location  of  Records 

The  record  upon  which  all  findings  and  determinations  related  to  the  Project  are  based  (“Record 
of  Proceedings”)  includes  the  following: 

■ The  Draft  EIR  and  all  documents  referenced  in  or  relied  upon  by  the  EIR.  (The  references 
in  these  findings  to  the  EIR  or  Final  EIR  include  both  the  Draft  EIR  and  the  Comments  and 
Responses  document.) 

■ The  PEIR  for  the  Phased  WSIP  Variant,  which  is  incorporated  by  reference  in  the  SFRW 
Project  EIR. 

■ All  information  (including  written  evidence  and  testimony)  provided  by  City  staff  to  the 
SFPUC  and  Planning  Commission  relating  to  the  EIR,  the  Project,  and  the  alternatives  set  forth  in 
the  EIR. 


■ All  information  (including  written  evidence  and  testimony)  presented  to  the  SFPUC  and 
the  Planning  Commission  by  the  environmental  consultant  and  sub-consultants  who  prepared  the 
EIR  or  that  was  incorporated  into  reports  presented  to  the  SFPUC. 

■ All  information  presented  at  any  public  hearing  or  workshop  related  to  the  Project  and  the 
EIR. 


■ The  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program. 

■ All  other  documents  available  to  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  comprising  the 
administrative  record  pursuant  to  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21 167.6(e). 
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The  SFPUC  has  relied  on  all  of  the  information  listed  above  in  reaching  its  decision  on  the 
Project,  even  if  not  every  document  was  formally  presented  to  the  SFPUC.  Without  exception, 
these  documents  fall  into  one  of  two  categories.  Many  documents  reflect  prior  planning  or 
legislative  decisions  that  the  SFPUC  was  aware  of  in  approving  the  Project.  Other  documents 
influenced  the  expert  advice  provided  to  Planning  Department  staff  or  consultants,  who  then 
provided  advice  to  the  SFPUC.  For  these  reasons,  such  documents  form  part  of  the  underlying 
factual  basis  for  the  SFPUC’ s decisions  relating  to  the  adoption  of  the  Project. 

The  public  hearing  transcript,  a copy  of  all  letters  regarding  the  Draft  EIR  received  during  the 
public  review  period,  the  administrative  record,  and  background  documentation  for  the  Final  EIR 
are  available  at  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department,  1650  Mission  Street,  San  Francisco. 
Jonas  P.  Ionin,  Commission  Secretary,  is  the  Custodian  of  Records  for  the  Planning  Department 
Materials  concerning  approval  of  the  Project  and  adoption  of  these  findings  are  contained  in 
SFPUC  files,  SFPUC  Project  No.  CUW30102  in  the  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management,  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California 
94102.  The  Custodian  of  Records  is  Scott  MacPherson.  All  files  have  been  available  to  the 
SFPUC  and  the  public  for  review  in  considering  these  findings  and  whether  to  approve  the 
Project. 

F.  Findings  about  Significant  Environmental  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measures 

The  following  Sections  II,  III,  and  IV  set  forth  the  SFPUC’ s findings  about  the  Final  EIR's 
determinations  regarding  significant  environmental  impacts  and  the  mitigation  measures 
proposed  to  address  them.  These  findings  provide  the  written  analysis  and  conclusions  of  the 
SFPUC  regarding  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project  and  the  mitigation  measures  included 
as  part  of  the  Final  EIR  and  adopted  by  the  SFPUC  as  part  of  the  Project.  To  avoid  duplication 
and  redundancy,  and  because  the  SFPUC  agrees  with,  and  hereby  adopts,  the  conclusions  in  the 
Final  EIR,  these  findings  will  not  repeat  the  analysis  and  conclusions  in  the  Final  EIR  but  instead 
incorporate  them  by  reference  and  rely  upon  them  as  substantial  evidence  supporting  these 
findings. 

In  making  these  findings,  the  SFPUC  has  considered  the  opinions  of  SFPUC  staff  and  experts, 
other  agencies,  and  members  of  the  public.  The  SFPUC  finds  that  (i)  the  determination  of 
significance  thresholds  is  a judgment  decision  within  the  discretion  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco;  (ii)  the  significance  thresholds  used  in  the  EIR  are  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in 
the  record,  including  the  expert  opinion  of  the  EIR  preparers  and  City  staff;  and  (iii)  the 
significance  thresholds  used  in  the  EIR  provide  reasonable  and  appropriate  means  of  assessing 
the  significance  of  the  adverse  environmental  effects  of  the  Project.  Thus,  although,  as  a legal 
matter,  the  SFPUC  is  not  bound  by  the  significance  determinations  in  the  EIR  (see  Public 
Resources  Code,  Section  21082.2,  subdivision  (e)),  the  SFPUC  finds  them  persuasive  and  hereby 
adopts  them  as  its  own. 

These  findings  do  not  attempt  to  describe  the  full  analysis  of  each  environmental  impact 
contained  in  the  Final  EIR.  Instead,  a full  explanation  of  these  environmental  findings  and 
conclusions  can  be  found  in  the  Final  EIR,  and  these  findings  hereby  incorporate  by  reference  the 
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discussion  and  analysis  in  the  Final  EIR  supporting  the  determination  regarding  the  project 
impact  and  mitigation  measures  designed  to  address  those  impacts.  In  making  these  findings,  the 
SFPUC  ratifies,  adopts  and  incorporates  in  these  findings  the  determinations  and  conclusions  of 
the  Final  EIR  relating  to  environmental  impacts  and  mitigation  measures,  except  to  the  extent  any 
such  determinations  and  conclusions  are  specifically  and  expressly  modified  by  these  findings. 

As  set  forth  below,  the  SFPUC  adopts  and  incorporates  all  of  the  mitigation  measures  set  forth  in 
the  Final  EIR  and  the  attached  MMRP  to  substantially  lessen  or  avoid  the  potentially  significant 
and  significant  impacts  of  the  Project.  The  SFPUC  intends  to  adopt  each  of  the  mitigation 
measures  proposed  in  the  Final  EIR.  Accordingly,  in  the  event  a mitigation  measure 
recommended  in  the  Final  EIR  has  inadvertently  been  omitted  in  these  findings  or  the  MMRP, 
such  mitigation  measure  is  hereby  adopted  and  incorporated  in  the  findings  below  by  reference. 
In  addition,  in  the  event  the  language  describing  a mitigation  measure  set  forth  in  these  findings 
or  the  MMRP  fails  to  accurately  reflect  the  mitigation  measures  in  the  Final  EIR  due  to  a clerical 
error,  the  language  of  the  policies  and  implementation  measures  as  set  forth  in  the  Final  EIR  shall 
control.  The  impact  numbers  and  mitigation  measure  numbers  used  in  these  findings  reflect  the 
information  contained  in  the  Final  EIR. 

In  Sections  II,  III  and  IV  below,  the  same  findings  are  made  for  a category  of  environmental 
impacts  and  mitigation  measures.  Rather  than  repeat  the  identical  finding  dozens  of  times  to 
address  each  and  every  significant  effect  and  mitigation  measure,  the  initial  finding  obviates  the 
need  for  such  repetition  because  in  no  instance  is  the  SFPUC  rejecting  the  conclusions  of  the 
Final  EIR  or  the  mitigation  measures  recommended  in  the  Final  EIR  for  the  Project. 

II.  Impacts  Found  Not  To  Be  Significant  and  Thus  Do  Not  Require 
Mitigation 

Under  CEQA,  no  mitigation  measures  are  required  for  impacts  that  are  less  than  significant 
(Public  Resources  Code,  Section  21002;  CEQA  Guidelines,  Sections  15126.4,  subdivision  (a)(3), 
15091).  Based  on  the  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding,  the  SFPUC  finds  that  the 
implementation  of  the  Project  either  does  not  apply  or  will  result  in  no  impacts  in  the  following 
areas:  (1)  Population  and  Flousing:  displace  existing  housing  units  or  people  or  require  new 
housing;  (2)  Transportation  and  Circulation:  change  air  traffic  patterns;  (3)  Noise:  expose  people 
to  airplane  noise  or  be  substantially  affected  by  existing  noise  levels;  (4)  Air  Quality:  create 
objectionable  odors;  (5)  Recreation:  create  a need  for  new  facilities;  (6)  Utilities  and  Service 
Systems:  conflict  with  solid  waste  regulations;  (7)  Public  Services:  create  a need  for  new  or 
altered  facilities;  (8)  Biological  Resources:  conflict  with  local  policies  protecting  biological 
resources,  such  as  trees,  or  a habitat  conservation  plan  or  other  similar  plan;  (9)  Geology  and 
Soils:  change  existing  topography  or  unique  geologic  features  of  the  site;  (10)  Hydrology  and 
Water  Quality:  expose  housing  to  flooding  hazard,  impede  or  redirect  flood  flows,  or  expose 
people  or  structures  to  harm  from  flooding,  seiche,  tsunami  or  mudflow;  (11)  Hazardous 
Materials:  create  a safety  hazard  from  aircraft  or  fires;  (12)  Mineral  and  Energy  Resources:  result 
in  loss  of  mineral  resource  or  availability  of  a resource  recovery  site;  and  (13)  Agricultural 
Resources:  all  issues.  These  subjects  are  not  further  discussed  in  these  findings. 
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The  SFPUC  further  finds  that  implementation  of  the  Project  will  not  result  in  any  significant 
impacts  in  the  following  areas  and  that  these  impact  areas  therefore  do  not  require  mitigation: 

Land  Use 

• Impact  LU-1:  The  Project  would  not  physically  divide  an  established  community. 

• Impact  LU-2:  The  Project  would  not  conflict  with  any  applicable  land  use  plans, 
policies,  or  regulations  of  any  agency  with  jurisdiction  over  the  Project  adopted  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  or  mitigating  an  environmental  effect. 

• Impact  LU-3:  The  Project  would  not  impact  the  existing  character  of  the  vicinity. 

• Impact  C-LU:  The  Project  would  not  have  a cumulative  impact  on  land  use. 

Aesthetics 

• Impact  AE-1:  The  Project  would  not  have  an  adverse  effect  on  a scenic  vista,  scenic 
resource,  or  the  existing  visual  character  or  quality  of  the  site  and  its  surroundings. 

• Impact  AE-2:  The  Project  would  not  result  in  a substantial  source  of  light  or  glare. 

• Impact  C-AE:  The  Project  would  not  have  a cumulative  impact  on  aesthetics. 

Population  and  Housing 

• Impact  PH-1:  The  Project  would  not  induce  substantial  population  growth,  either 
directly  or  indirectly. 

• Impact  C-PH:  The  Project  would  not  have  a project-specific  impact  on  population 
and  housing  and,  therefore,  would  not  directly  result  in  a significant  cumulative 
impact  on  population  and  housing. 

Cultural  Resources 

• Impact  CP-1:  The  Project  would  not  cause  a substantial  adverse  change  in  the 
significance  of  a historical  resource  as  defined  in  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15064.5, 
including  those  resources  listed  in  Article  10  or  Article  11  of  the  San  Francisco 
Planning  Code. 

Transportation  and  Circulation 

• Impact  TR-1:  The  Project  would  not  result  in  conflict  with  an  applicable  congestion 
management  program. 

• Impact  TR-2:  Closure  of  travel  lanes  during  Project  construction  would  temporarily 
reduce  roadway  capacity  and  increase  traffic  delays  on  area  roadways,  causing 
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temporary  and  intermittent  conflicts  with  all  modes  of  travel,  but  the  effects  would  be 
of  short  duration  and  limited  in  magnitude. 

• Impact  TR-3:  Project  construction  would  cause  temporary  increases  in  traffic  volumes 
on  area  roadways,  but  would  not  cause  substantial  conflicts  with  the  performance  of  the 
circulation  system. 

• Impact  TR-4:  Project  construction  within  roadways  would  not  substantially  limit 
access  to  adjacent  roadways  and  land  uses. 

• Impact  TR-5:  Project  construction  would  not  substantially  impair  access  to  alternative 
transportation  facilities  (public  transit,  bicycle,  or  pedestrian  facilities),  although  it 
could  temporarily  deteriorate  the  performance  of  such  facilities. 

• Impact  TR-6:  Project  operation  and  maintenance  activities  would  cause  some 
increases  in  traffic  volumes  on  area  roadways,  but  would  not  substantially  alter 
transportation  conditions  and  would  not  cause  conflicts  with  alternative  travel  modes, 
including  vehicles,  emergency  vehicles,  transit,  pedestrians,  and  bicycle  traffic. 

• Impact  C-TR:  The  Project,  in  combination  with  past,  present,  and  reasonably 
foreseeable  future  projects,  would  not  substantially  contribute  to  cumulative  traffic 
increases  on  local  and  regional  roads. 

Noise  and  Vibration 

• Impact  NO-1:  The  Project  would  not  result  in  substantial  groundborne  vibration  or 
groundbome  noise  levels. 

• Impact  NO-2:  Project  operations  would  not  result  in  the  exposure  of  persons  to,  or 
generation  of.  noise  levels  in  excess  of  standards  or  a substantial  increase  in  ambient 
noise  levels  in  the  Project  vicinity. 

• Impact  NO-3:  Construction  of  the  Project  would  not  result  in  a substantial 
temporary  increase  in  ambient  noise  levels  at  the  closest  residential  receptors,  and 
would  not  expose  persons  to  substantial  noise  levels  in  excess  of  standards 
established  in  the  Noise  Ordinance  (Article  29  of  the  Police  Code). 

• Impact  C-NO:  The  Project  would  not  have  significant  cumulative  noise  impacts. 

Air  Quality 

• Impact  AQ-1:  The  Project  would  not  create  objectionable  odors  that  would  affect  a 
substantial  number  of  people. 
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• Impact  AQ-3:  The  Project’s  construction  activities  would  generate  TACs,  including 
DPM.  but  would  not  expose  sensitive  receptors  to  substantial  pollutant 
concentrations. 

• Impact  C-AQ:  The  Project  could  result  in  cumulative  air  quality  impacts  associated 
with  criteria  pollutant  and  precursor  emissions  and  health  risks,  but  the  Project’s 
contribution  would  not  be  cumulatively  considerable. 

Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions 

• Impact  C-GG-1:  The  Project  would  generate  greenhouse  gas  emissions  during 
Project  construction  and  operation,  but  not  at  levels  that  would  result  in  a significant 
impact  on  the  environment  or  conflict  with  any  policy,  plan,  or  regulation  adopted  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  greenhouse  gas  emissions. 

Wind  and  Shadow 

• Impact  WS-1:  The  Project  would  not  alter  wind  in  a manner  that  substantially 
affects  public  areas. 

• Impact  WS-2:  The  Project  would  not  create  new  shadow  in  a manner  that  could 
substantially  affect  outdoor  recreation  facilities  or  other  public  areas. 

• Impact  C-WS:  The  Project  would  not  have  significant  cumulative  wind  and  shadow 
impacts. 

Recreation 

• Impact  RE-1:  The  Project  would  not  increase  the  use  of  existing  neighborhood  and 
regional  parks  or  other  recreational  facilities  such  that  substantial  physical 
deterioration  of  the  facilities. 

• Impact  C-RE:  The  Project  would  not  have  a significant  cumulative  impact  on 
recreation. 

Utilities  and  Service  Systems 

• Impact  UT-1:  The  Project  would  not  result  in  construction  or  expansion  of  water  or 
wastewater  treatment  facilities,  exceed  wastewater  treatment  requirements,  or 
stormwater  drainage  facilities,  exceed  wastewater  requirements,  or  result  in  a 
determination  by  the  wastewater  treatment  provider  that  there  is  insufficient  capacity 
to  serve  the  Project. 

• Impact  UT-2:  The  Project  would  have  sufficient  water  supply  available,  and  would 
not  require  new  or  expanded  water  supply  resources  or  entitlements. 
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• Impact  UT-3:  The  Project  would  be  served  by  a landfill  with  sufficient  permitted 
capacity  to  accommodate  the  Project’s  solid  waste  disposal  needs. 

• Impact  UT-4:  The  Project  would  comply  with  all  applicable  statutes  and  regulations 
related  to  solid  waste. 

• Impact  UT-5:  The  Project’s  construction  would  not  result  in  a substantial  adverse 
effect  related  to  disruption,  relocation,  or  accidental  damage  to  existing  utilities. 

• Impact  C-UT:  The  Project  would  not  have  a significant  cumulative  impact  on 
utilities  and  service  systems. 

Biological  Resources 

• Impact  BI-2:  The  Project  would  not  have  a substantial  adverse  effect  on  riparian 
habitat  or  other  sensitive  natural  community  identified  in  local  or  regional  plans, 
policies,  and  regulations  or  by  the  CDFW  or  USFWS. 

• Impact  BI-3:  The  Project  would  not  have  a substantial  adverse  effect  on  federally 
protected  wetlands,  as  defined  by  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act. 

• Impact  BI-4:  The  Project  would  not  interfere  substantially  with  the  movement  of 
any  native  resident  or  migratory  fish  or  wildlife  species,  or  with  established  native 
resident  or  migratory  wildlife  corridors,  or  impede  the  use  of  native  wildlife  nursery 
sites. 

Geology  and  Soils 

• Impact  GE-1:  The  Project  would  not  expose  people  or  structures  to  substantial 
adverse  effects,  including  the  risk  of  loss,  injury,  or  death  involving  rupture  of  a 
known  earthquake  fault,  seismic  groundshaking,  or  seismically  induced  ground 
failure. 

• Impact  GE-2:  The  Project  would  not  result  in  substantial  soil  erosion  or  the  loss  of 
topsoil. 

• Impact  GE-3:  The  Project  is  not  located  on  a geologic  unit  or  soil  that  is  unstable,  or 
that  could  become  unstable  as  a result  of  the  Project. 

• Impact  C-GE:  The  Project  would  not  have  a significant  cumulative  impact  related  to 
geologic  hazards. 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

• Impact  HY-1:  Project  construction  would  not  violate  any  water  quality  standards  or 
waste  discharge  requirements  or  otherwise  degrade  water  quality. 
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• Impact  HY-2:  Project  operation  would  not  contribute  runoff  water  that  would  exceed 
the  capacity  of  existing  or  planned  stormwater  drainage  systems,  provide  substantial  an 
additional  sources  of  polluted  runoff,  or,  with  the  exception  of  potentially  violating 
water  quality  standards,  otherwise  substantially  degrade  water  quality. 

• Impact  HY-3:  The  Project  would  not  substantially  deplete  groundwater  supplies  or 
interfere  substantially  with  groundwater  recharge  such  that  there  would  be  a net  deficit 
in  aquifer  volume  or  a lowering  of  the  local  groundwater  table  level. 

• Impact  HY-4:  The  Project  would  not  alter  the  existing  drainage  pattern  of  the  area  in  a 
manner  that  would  result  in  substantial  erosion,  siltation,  or  flooding  on  or  off  the  site. 

• Impact  C-HY-1:  The  Project  would  not  have  a significant  cumulative  hydrology  and 
water  quality  impact. 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials 

• Impact  HZ-1:  Project  construction  would  not  result  in  a significant  hazard  to  the 
public  or  the  environment  through  the  routine  transport,  use,  or  disposal  of  hazardous 
materials. 

• Impact  HZ-2:  The  Project  would  be  constructed  on  a site  identified  on  a list  of 
hazardous  materials  sites  compiled  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  65962.5 
but  excavation  activities  would  not  expose  workers  and  the  public  to  adverse  effects 
from  release  of  hazardous  materials. 

• Impact  HZ-3:  Reconfiguration  of  the  chemical  building  interior  would  not  expose 
workers  and  the  public  to  hazardous  building  materials  including  asbestos-containing 
materials,  lead-based  paint,  PCBs,  bis(2-ethylhexyl)  phthalate  (DEHP),  and  mercury, 
or  result  in  a release  of  these  materials  into  the  environment  during  construction. 

• Impact  HZ-4:  The  Project  would  not  result  in  adverse  effects  related  to  hazardous 
emissions  or  handling  of  acutely  hazardous  materials  within  lA  mile  of  an  existing 
school. 

• Impact  HZ-5:  The  Project  would  not  impair  implementation  of  or  physically 
interfere  with  an  adopted  emergency  response  plan  or  emergency  evacuation  plan. 

• Impact  C-HZ-1:  The  Project  would  not  have  a significant  cumulative  impact  related 
to  hazardous  materials. 

Mineral  and  Energy  Resources 

• Impact  ME-1:  The  Project  would  not  encourage  activities  that  result  in  the  use  of 
large  amounts  of  fuel,  water,  or  energy,  or  use  of  these  resources  in  a wasteful 
manner. 
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• Impact  C-ME:  The  Project  would  not  have  significant  cumulative  mineral  and 
energy  impacts. 

III.  Findings  of  Potentially  Significant  or  Significant  Impacts 
That  Can  Be  Avoided  or  Reduced  to  a Less-Than-Significant  Level 
through  Mitigation  and  the  Disposition  of  the  Mitigation  Measures 

CEQA  requires  agencies  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  that  would  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  a 
project’s  identified  significant  impacts  or  potentially  significant  impacts  if  such  measures  are 
feasible  (unless  mitigation  to  such  levels  is  achieved  through  adoption  of  a project  alternative). 
The  findings  in  this  Section  III  and  in  Section  IV  concern  mitigation  measures  set  forth  in  the 
EIR.  These  findings  discuss  mitigation  measures  as  proposed  in  the  EIR  and  recommended  for 
adoption  by  the  SFPUC,  which  can  be  implemented  by  the  SFPUC.  The  mitigation  measures 
proposed  for  adoption  in  this  section  and  referenced  following  each  Project  impact  discussed  in 
this  Section  III,  are  the  same  as  the  mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  Final  EIR  for  the 
Project.  The  full  text  of  each  mitigation  measure  listed  in  this  section  is  contained  in  the  Final 
EIR  and  in  Attachment  B,  the  MMRP.  The  Commission  finds  that  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
Final  EIR  and  elsewhere  in  the  record,  the  impacts  identified  in  this  section  would  be  reduced  to  a 
less-than-significant  level  through  implementation  of  the  mitigation  measures  identified  in  this 
section. 

Project  Impacts 
Cultural  Resources 

Impact  CP-2:  The  proposed  project  could  cause  a substantial  adverse  change  in  the 
significance  of  an  archaeological  resource  pursuant  to  Section  15064.5.  (Less  than 
Significant  with  Mitigation) 

Based  on  the  results  of  the  background  research,  geoarchaeological  assessment,  and  survey  results, 
there  is  generally,  throughout  the  CEQA  Area  of  Potential  Effect,  a low  potential  for  uncovering 
archaeological  resources  during  Project  constniction.  However,  it  is  possible  that  previously 
unrecorded  and  buried  (or  otherwise  obscured)  archaeological  deposits  could  be  discovered  during 
Project  construction.  Excavation,  grading,  and  the  movement  of  heavy  construction  vehicles  and 
equipment  could  expose  and  cause  impacts  on  unknown  archaeological  resources,  which  would  be 
a significant  impact.  The  impact  would  be  reduced  to  a less-than-significant  level  through 
mitigation  measure  M-CP-2,  which  requires  avoidance  measures  or  appropriate  treatment  of 
cultural  resources  if  accidentally  discovered. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2,  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources 

Impact  CP-3:  The  Project  could  directly  or  indirectly  destroy  a unique  paleontological 
resource  or  site  or  unique  geologic  feature.  (Less  than  Significant  with  Mitigation) 
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Ground-disturbing  activities  associated  with  the  construction  of  the  recycled  water  treatment  plant 
would  extend  about  23  feet  into  the  Colma  Formation,  a geologic  unit  with  a high  paleontological 
sensitivity.  Vertebrate  fossils,  including  parts  of  mammoths  and  bison,  have  been  found  in  the 
Colma  Formation  in  San  Francisco.  Given  the  sensitivity  of  the  Colma  Formation  and  the  depth  of 
excavation,  the  Project  could  adversely  impact  paleontological  resources  at  the  water  treatment 
plant  site,  a significant  impact.  The  impact  would  be  reduced  to  a less-than-significant  level  through 
mitigation  measure  M-CP-3,  which  requires  the  contractor  to  stop  all  ground  disturbance  within  50 
feet  if  a paleontological  resource  is  encountered  and  to  implement  actions  to  investigate  the 
discovery  and  recover  fossil  remains  by  a qualified  professional  before  ground-disturbing  activities 
can  resume. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-3,  Accidental  Discovery  of  Paleontological  Resources 

Impact  CP-4:  The  proposed  Project  could  accidentally  disturb  human  remains, 
including  those  interred  outside  of  formal  cemeteries.  (Less  than  Significant  with 
Mitigation) 

Based  on  the  background  research,  geological  assessment,  and  survey  results,  there  is  a low 
potential  for  Project  construction  to  uncover  human  remains,  except  for  the  Project  area  adjacent 
to  the  Golden  Gate  Cemetery  (see  Impact  CP-5).  Although  no  known  human  burials  have  been 
identified  within  the  Project  site,  the  possibility  of  encountering  human  remains  cannot  be  entirely 
discounted.  Earthmoving  activities  associated  with  Project  construction  could  result  in  direct 
impacts  on  previously  undiscovered  human  remains.  Therefore,  the  disturbance  to  human  remains 
could  be  a significant  impact.  The  impact  would  be  reduced  to  a less-than-significant  level  through 
mitigation  measure  M-CP-4,  which  requires  avoidance  measures  or  the  appropriate  treatment  of 
human  remains  if  accidentally  discovered. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-4,  Accidental  Discovery  of  Human  Remains 

Impact  CP-5:  Construction  of  the  Project  along  Clement  Street  from  36th  Avenue  to 
39th  Avenue  on  the  south  side  of  Lincoln  Park  could  disturb  human  remains 
associated  with  the  historic-period  Golden  Gate  Cemetery.  (Less  than  Significant 
with  Mitigation) 

The  Project  borders  the  boundary  of  Lincoln  Park,  the  location  of  the  historic-period  Golden  Gate 
Cemetery  where  19th  century  inhabitants  of  San  Francisco  were  buried.  Past  projects  in  the  area 
have  uncovered  human  remains,  which  have  provided  a wealth  of  information  about  the  overall 
health  of  these  former  inhabitants.  While  there  is  a slight  potential  for  the  Project  to  uncover  human 
remains,  the  disturbance  of  remains  would  be  a significant  impact.  The  impact  would  be  reduced  to 
a less-than-significant  level  with  the  implementation  of  mitigation  measure  M-CP-5,  which 
requires  the  development  of  a monitoring  program  to  monitor  for  the  presence  of  human  remains 
in  the  historic -period  during  construction  and  to  take  specific  steps  to  comply  with  legal 
requirements  and  to  take  mitigation  actions  to  recover  historically  important  data. 
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• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-5,  Archeological  Monitoring  Program 

Air  Quality 

Impact  AQ-2:  The  Project's  construction  activities  would  generate  fugitive  dust  and 
criteria  air  pollutants,  and  could  violate  an  air  quality  standard  or  contribute 
substantially  to  an  existing  or  projected  air  quality  violation.  (Less  than  Significant 
with  Mitigation) 

When  the  construction  schedules  of  components  of  the  Project  overlap.  NOx  emissions  could 
exceed  the  BAAQMD’s  54  pounds/day  significance  criterion,  a significant  impact.  Mitigation 
measure  M-AQ-2  would  reduce  the  Project’s  combined  construction-related  criteria  pollutant 
emissions  below  the  significance  criteria  by  using  construction  equipment  with  Tier  3 engines  or 
better,  reducing  the  impact  to  less  than  significant. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2 , Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

Biological  Resources 

Impact  BI-1:  The  Project  would  potentially  have  a substantial  adverse  effect,  either 
directly  or  through  habitat  modifications,  on  species  identified  as  a candidate, 
sensitive,  or  special-status  species  in  local  or  regional  plans,  policies,  or  regulations, 
or  by  the  CDFW  or  USFWS.  (Less  than  Significant  with  Mitigation) 

The  overall  potential  of  the  Project  area  to  support  special-status  fish  or  plant  species  is 
considered  low  because  the  Project  area  lacks  suitable  habitat.  Several  special-status  animals 
might  use  habitat  in  certain  parts  of  the  Project  area  or  vicinity  for  roosting,  foraging,  or  breeding 
puiposes,  including  California  red-legged  frog,  western  pond  turtle,  Yuma  myotis,  western  red 
bat,  and  hoary  bat.  In  addition,  there  are  a number  of  native  resident  and  migratory  bird  species 
protected  under  federal  and  State  legislation  with  the  potential  to  use  trees,  shrubs,  and  other 
habitats  as  well  as  buildings  within  the  Project  area  for  nesting  and  foraging. 

Existing  trees  at  the  Oceanside  WPCP  facility  and  the  California  Army  National  Guard  property, 
and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Central  Pump  Station,  could  support  native  nesting  birds.  Removal  and/or 
relocation  of  trees  with  active  nests  and  construction  noise  and  activity  adjacent  to  such  trees  during 
bird  nesting  season  could  result  in  nest  abandonment,  destruction,  injury  or  mortality  of  nestlings 
and  disruption  of  reproductive  behavior  during  the  breeding  season,  including  mortality  of 
individual  birds,  such  as  red-shouldered  hawk,  red-tailed  hawk.  Cooper’s  hawk,  or  American 
kestrel,  a significant  impact.  Implementation  of  mitigation  measure  M-BI-la  would  reduce  potential 
impacts  on  special-status  birds  to  a less-than-significant  level  by  requiring  surveys  of  the  Project 
site  to  identify  nests  and  protection  of  nesting  birds. 

Vegetation  clearing  (including  tree  removal)  at  the  Oceanside  WPCP  and  the  Central  Pump 
Station  could  result  in  direct  mortality  of  special-status  bats.  Direct  mortality  of  special-status 
bats  would  be  a significant  impact.  Mitigation  measure  Bl-lb  would  require  surveys  of  the 
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Project  site  within  two  weeks  of  tree  removal.  With  implementation  of  M-BI-lb,  the  impact  on 
roosting  bats  would  be  reduced  to  less  than  significant. 

Due  to  the  proximity  of  aquatic  habitats  to  the  Lake  Merced,  North  Lake,  and  Central  Pump 
Station  well  facility  sites,  western  pond  turtle  and  California  red-legged  frog  could  utilize  upland 
habitat  where  the  Project  construction  activities  will  occur.  If  California  red-legged  frog  or 
western  pond  turtle  are  present,  they  could  be  injured  or  killed,  a significant  impact.  Mitigation 
measure  M-BI-lc  would  mitigate  the  effect  by  requiring  pre-construction  surveys  within  14  days 
of  the  construction  activity.  With  implementation  of  mitigation  measure  M-BI-lc,  the  impact 
would  be  less  than  significant. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-Bl-la,  Nesting  Bird  Protection  Measures 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-lb,  Avoidance  and  Minimization  Measures  for  Special-Status 
Bats 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-lc,  Avoidance  and  Minimization  Measures  for  California 
Red-Legged  Frog  and  Western  Pond  Turtle 

Cumulative  Impacts 

Cultural  Resources 

Impact  C-CP:  The  Project  could  result  in  cumulatively  considerable  impacts  related  to 
historical,  archaeological,  paleontological  resources  or  human  remains.  (Less  than 
Significant  with  Mitigation) 

Cumulative  projects  in  the  Project  vicinity  could  adversely  affect  the  same  cultural  resources 
affected  by  the  Project  and  the  Project  could  make  a considerable  contribution  to  a cumulative 
cultural  resource  impact,  a significant  impact.  The  Project’s  impacts,  however,  are  site  specific  and 
implementation  of  site-specific  mitigation  measures  M-CP-2,  M-CP-3,  M-CP-4  and  M-CP-5  would 
reduce  Project  impacts  such  that  the  Project’s  contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  less 
than  significant. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2 , Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-3,  Accidental  Discovery  of  Paleontological  Resources 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-4,  Accidental  Discovery  of  Human  Remain 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-5,  Archeological  Monitoring  Program 

Biological  Resources 

Impact  C-BI-1:  The  Project,  in  combination  with  past,  present,  and  reasonably 
foreseeable  future  projects  in  the  vicinity,  could  result  in  significant  cumulative 
impacts  on  biological  resources.  (Less  than  Significant  with  Mitigation) 
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Construction  of  the  Project  has  the  potential  to  adversely  affect  special-status  species,  if  present, 
including  California  red-legged  frog,  western  pond  turtle,  special-status  bats,  and  native  nesting 
birds.  It  is  assumed  that  the  cumulative  projects  including  the  past  cumulative  projects  have 
already  caused  substantial  adverse  cumulative  changes  to  biological  resources  in  San  Francisco; 
the  Project  area  was  converted  from  its  original  sand  dune  habitat  to  current  uses.  Current  and 
reasonably  foreseeable  projects  could  have  construction-related  impacts  if  construction  occurs  at 
the  same  time  as  the  Project.  These  projects  include  the  Vista  Grande  Drainage  Basin 
Improvement  Plan,  the  Parkmerced  Project,  and  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Project. 
The  Project’s  contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  on  biological  resources  would  be  cumulatively 
considerable,  a significant  impact.  However,  with  the  implementation  of  Project-level  mitigation 
measures  to  reduce  impacts  to  these  species,  the  Project’s  incremental  contribution  to  potential 
cumulative  impacts  on  biological  resources  would  not  be  cumulatively  considerable  (less  than 
significant). 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-Bl-la,  Nesting  Bird  Protection  Measures 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-lb,  Avoidance  and  Minimization  Measures  for  Special-Status 
Bats 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-Bl-lc,  Avoidance  and  Minimization  Measures  for  California 
Red-Legged  Frog  and  Western  Pond  Turtle 

IV.  Significant  Impacts  That  Cannot  Be  Avoided  or  Reduced  to  a 
Less-Than-Significant  Level 

WSIP  Impact 

Based  on  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  these  proceedings,  the  SFPUC  finds  that, 
where  feasible,  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required  or  incorporated  into  the  SFRW  Project 
to  reduce  the  significant  environmental  impacts  as  identified  in  the  Final  EIR  for  the  Project.  All 
Project-specific  impacts  will  be  reduced  to  a less-than-significant  level  with  the  implementation 
of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  Final  EIR  and  set  forth  in  the  MMRP.  attached  hereto 
as  Attachment  B. 

The  SFPUC  further  finds,  however,  that  the  Project  is  a component  of  the  WSIP  and,  therefore, 
will  contribute  to  the  significant  and  unavoidable  impact  caused  by  the  WSIP  water  supply 
decision.  For  the  WSIP  impact  listed  below,  the  effect  remains  significant  and  unavoidable.  The 
SFPUC  determines  that  the  following  significant  impact  on  the  environment,  as  reflected  in  the 
Final  PEIR.  is  unavoidable,  but  under  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21081(a)  (3)  and  (b),  and 
CEQA  Guidelines  Sections  15091(a)  (3),  15092(b)  (2)  (B).  and  15093,  the  SFPUC  determines 
that  the  impact  is  acceptable  due  to  the  overriding  considerations  described  in  Section  VI  below. 
This  finding  is  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  record  of  this  proceeding. 

The  WSIP  PEIR  and  this  Commission’s  Resolution  No.  08-0200  related  to  the  WSIP  water 
supply  decision  identified  three  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  of  the  WSIP:  Impact  5.4. 1-2- 
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Stream  Flow:  Effects  on  flow  along  Alameda  Creek  below  the  Alameda  Creek  Division  Dam: 
Impact  5.5.5-1-Fisheries:  Effects  on  fishery  resources  in  Crystal  Springs  reservoir  ( Upper  and 
Lower);  and  Impact  7-1-Indirect  growth  inducing  impacts  in  the  SFPUC  service  area. 
Mitigation  measures  that  were  proposed  in  the  PEIR  were  adopted  by  this  Commission  for  these 
impacts;  however,  the  mitigation  measures  could  not  reduce  all  the  impacts  to  a less  than 
significant  level,  and  these  impacts  were  determined  to  be  significant  and  unavoidable.  This 
Commission  has  already  adopted  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  PEIR  to  reduce  these 
impacts  when  it  approved  the  WSIP  in  its  Resolution  No.  08-0200.  This  Commission  also 
adopted  a Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  as  part  of  that  approval.  The  findings 
regarding  the  three  impacts  and  mitigation  measures  for  these  impacts  set  forth  in  Resolution  No. 
08-0200  are  incorporated  into  these  findings  by  this  reference,  as  though  fully  set  forth  in  these 
CEQA  Findings. 

Subsequent  to  the  certification  of  the  PEIR,  the  Planning  Department  has  conducted  more 
detailed,  site-specific  review  of  two  of  the  significant  and  unavoidable  water  supply  impacts 
identified  in  the  PEIR.  In  the  case  of  Impact  5.5.5.-1,  the  Project-level  fisheries  analysis  in  the 
Lower  Crystal  Springs  Dam  Improvement  Project  Final  EIR  modifies  the  PEIR  impact 
determination  based  on  more  detailed  site-specific  data  and  analysis  and  determined  that  impacts 
on  fishery  resources  due  to  inundation  effects  would  be  less  than  significant.  Project-level 
conclusions  supersede  any  contrary  impact  conclusions  in  the  PEIR.  The  SFPUC  adopted  CEQA 
Findings  with  respect  to  the  approval  of  the  Lower  Crystal  Springs  Dam  Improvement  Project  in 
Resolution  No.  10-0175.  The  CEQA  Findings  in  Resolution  No.  10-0175  related  to  the  impacts 
on  fishery  resources  due  to  inundation  effects  are  incorporated  into  these  findings  by  this 
reference,  as  though  fully  set  forth  in  these  CEQA  Findings. 

In  the  case  of  Impact  5.4.1-2,  the  project  level  analysis  in  the  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement 
project  Final  EIR  modifies  the  PEIR  determination  and  concludes  that  the  impact  related  to 
stream  flow  along  Alameda  Creek  between  the  diversion  dam  and  the  confluence  with  Calaveras 
Creek  (PEIR  Impact  5.4. 1-2)  will  be  less  than  significant  based  on  more  detailed,  site-specific 
modeling  and  data.  Project-level  conclusions  supersede  any  contrary  impact  conclusions  in  the 
PEIR.  The  SFPUC  adopted  CEQA  Findings  with  respect  to  the  approval  of  the  Calaveras  Dam 
Improvement  Project  in  Resolution  No.  1 1-0015.  The  CEQA  Findings  in  Resolution  No.  11-0015 
related  to  the  impacts  on  fishery  resources  due  to  inundation  effects  are  incorporated  into  these 
findings  by  this  reference,  as  though  fully  set  forth  in  these  CEQA  Findings. 

The  remaining  significant  and  unavoidable  water  supply  impact  listed  in  Resolution  No.  08-0200 
is  as  follows,  relating  to  Impact  7-1 : 

Potentially  Significant  and  Unavoidable  WSIP  Water  Supply  and  System  Operation 
Impact 


• Growth:  Indirect  growth-inducement  impacts  in  the  SFPUC  service  area. 
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V.  Evaluation  of  Project  Alternatives 

This  section  describes  the  Project  as  well  as  alternatives  and  the  reasons  for  approving  the  Project 
and  for  rejecting  the  alternatives  as  infeasible.  CEQA  mandates  that  an  EIR  evaluate  a reasonable 
range  of  alternatives  to  the  Project  or  the  Project  location  that  generally  reduce  or  avoid 
potentially  significant  impacts  of  the  Project.  CEQA  requires  that  every  EIR  also  evaluate  a 
“No  Project”  alternative.  Alternatives  provide  a basis  of  comparison  to  the  Project  in  terms  of 
their  significant  impacts  and  their  ability  to  meet  Project  objectives.  This  comparative  analysis  is 
used  to  consider  reasonable,  potentially  feasible  options  for  minimizing  environmental 
consequences  of  the  Project. 

A.  Reasons  for  Approval  of  the  Project 

The  overall  goals  of  the  WSIP  for  the  regional  water  system  are  to: 

• Maintain  high-quality  water  and  a gravity-driven  system. 

• Reduce  vulnerability  to  earthquakes  - deliver  basic  service  to  the  three  regions  in  the 
service  area  within  24  hours  and  restore  facilities  to  meet  average-day  demand  within  30 
days  after  a major  earthquake. 

• Increase  delivery  reliability  - allow  planned  maintenance  shutdown  without  customer 
service  interruption  and  minimize  risk  of  service  inteiruption  from  unplanned  outages. 

• Meet  customer  water  supply  needs  through  2018  - meet  average  annual  water  purchase 
requests  during  non-drought  years  and  meet  dry-year  delivery  needs  while  limiting 
rationing  to  a maximum  20  percent  systemwide;  diversify  water  supply  options  during  non- 
drought and  drought  years  and  improve  use  of  new  water  resources,  including  the  use  of 
groundwater,  recycled  water,  conservation  and  transfers. 

• Enhance  sustainability. 

• Achieve  a cost-effective,  fully  operational  system. 

The  Project  would  help  meet  WSIP  level-of-service  goals  and  system  performance  objectives. 
Specific  objectives  of  the  Project  are  to: 

• Diversify  the  SFPUC’s  water  supplies  by  developing  recycled  water. 

• Develop  a new  water  supply  in  San  Francisco  that  is  both  reliable  and  drought  resistant. 

• Reduce  the  use  of  potable  water  and  groundwater  for  irrigation  and  other  nonpotable  uses  by 
supplying  those  demands  with  recycled  water. 

The  WSIP  aims  to  provide  a total  of  10  mgd  annual  average  of  water  supply  from  recycled  water, 
groundwater,  and  conservation  projects  to  meet  retail  demand  in  San  Francisco.  Of  this  amount. 
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the  WSIP  project  description  indicated  that  approximately  4 mgd  annual  average  would  be 
derived  from  recycled  water  projects  in  San  Francisco.  This  Project  would  provide  up  to  2 mgd  of 
recycled  water;  currently  identified  customers  are  estimated  to  use  1.6  mgd.  Also,  this  Project 
would  enable  implementation  of  the  SFPUC’s  Groundwater  Supply  Project,  approved  by  the 
SFPUC  in  December,  2013.  The  SFPUC’s  Groundwater  Supply  Project  calls  for  installation  of 
new  groundwater  wells  to  recover  2.5  to  3.0  mgd  of  groundwater  in  the  first  phase  and  conversion 
of  existing  irrigation  wells  in  Golden  Gate  Park  to  potable  use,  providing  1.0  to  1.5  mgd  of 
groundwater  in  the  second  phase.  The  second  phase  cannot  occur  until  recycled  water  is  available 
for  Golden  Gate  Park  landscaping  or  until  another  landscaping  water  source  is  identified.  Thus 
the  Project  would  also  help  meet  the  WSIP  goal  of  providing  approximately  4 mgd  annual 
average  of  water  supply  from  groundwater. 

This  increase  in  water  supply  would  improve  the  SFPUC’s  ability  to  deliver  water  to  its 
customers  in  San  Francisco  during  both  drought  and  non-drought  periods.  The  Project  will  help 
the  SFPUC  to  diversify  its  water  supply  portfolio,  which  largely  consists  of  imported  surface 
water.  It  would  add  up  to  2 mgd  from  recycled  water  to  the  SFPUC  water  supply,  and  enable 
implementation  of  the  second  phase  the  SFPUC' s Groundwater  Supply  Project,  which  would 
provide  1.0  to  1.5  mgd  of  groundwater  to  the  SFPUC’s  potable  water  supply.  The  proposed 
Project  is  a fundamental  component  of  the  SFPUC’s  WSIP  and  is  needed  to  fully  meet  WSIP 
goals  and  objectives,  in  particular  those  for  seismic  reliability,  delivery  reliability,  and  water 
supply  reliability. 

B.  Alternatives  Rejected  and  Reasons  for  Rejection 

The  Commission  rejects  the  alternatives  set  forth  in  the  Final  EIR  and  listed  below  because  the 
Commission  finds  that  there  is  substantial  evidence,  including  evidence  of  economic,  legal, 
social,  technological,  and  other  considerations  described  in  this  section  in  addition  to  those 
described  in  Section  VI  below  under  CEQA  Guidelines  15091(a)(3),  that  make  such  Alternatives 
infeasible.  In  making  these  infeasibility  determinations,  the  Commission  is  aware  that  CEQA 
defines  “feasibility”  to  mean  "capable  of  being  accomplished  in  a successful  manner  within  a 
reasonable  period  of  time,  taking  into  account  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and 
technological  factors.”  The  Commission  is  also  aware  that  under  CEQA  case  law  the  concept  of 
“feasibility”  encompasses  (i)  the  question  of  whether  a particular  alternative  promotes  the 
underlying  goals  and  objectives  of  a project,  and  (ii)  the  question  of  whether  an  alternative  is 
“desirable”  from  a policy  standpoint  to  the  extent  that  desirability  is  based  on  a reasonable 
balancing  of  the  relevant  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and  technological  factors. 

Alternative  A:  No  Project 

Under  the  No  Project  Alternative,  the  SFRW  Project  would  not  be  constructed  or  operated.  The 
proposed  recycled  water  treatment,  storage,  and  distribution  facilities  would  not  be  constructed 
and  1 .6  mgd  of  recycled  water  would  not  be  produced  or  delivered  to  customers  to  offset  potable 
demand.  Existing  irrigation  demand  at  Golden  Gate  Park,  Lincoln  Park,  and  the  Presidio,  as  well 
as  lake  refill  would  continue  to  be  met  with  existing  potable  sources  and  groundwater.  The  two 
existing  irrigation  wells  in  Golden  Gate  Park  that  are  part  of  the  second  phase  of  the  SFPUC’s 
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Groundwater  Supply  Project  would  not  be  converted  to  potable  groundwater  well  facilities  unless 
and  until  another  source  of  water  for  irrigation  and  lake  fill  can  be  found. 

The  No  Project  Alternative  would  not  meet  any  of  the  project  objectives,  which  are  to  diversify 
the  SFPUC’s  water  supplies  by  developing  recycled  water,  develop  a new  water  supply  in  San 
Francisco  that  is  both  reliable  and  drought  resistant,  and  reduce  the  use  of  potable  water  and 
groundwater  for  irrigation  and  other  nonpotable  uses  by  supplying  those  demands  with  recycled 
water.  Also,  it  would  fail  to  meet  the  WSIP  goals  and  objectives  that  rely  directly  on  the 
contribution  of  the  Project  to  fulfill  systemwide  level  of  service  objectives.  If  the  Project  is  not 
constructed,  the  SFPUC’s  water  supply  portfolio  would  not  include  up  to  2 mgd  of  recycled 
water.  It  would  also  prevent  the  SFPUC  from  implementing  the  second  phase  of  SFPUC’s 
Groundwater  Supply  Project,  which  would  produce  1.0  to  1.5  mgd  of  groundwater.  This  phase  of 
the  project  cannot  be  implemented  until  another  source  of  water  besides  groundwater  is  provided 
to  Golden  Gate  Park  for  irrigation  and  lake  refill.  The  SFPUC  would  be  limited  in  its  ability  to 
meet  its  adopted  WSIP  seismic  delivery  and  water  supply  reliability  goals,  particularly  in  the  San 
Francisco  region,  because  of  reduced  water  supply  in  San  Francisco. 

Under  the  No  Project  Alternative,  current  conditions  would  continue  and  all  construction-related 
impacts  would  be  avoided.  Consequently,  there  would  be  no  potential  to  encounter  previously 
unrecorded  and  buried  archaeological  deposits,  archeological  resources,  human  remains,  or 
legally-significant  prehistoric  depositions  within  the  Colma  Formation  at  the  Oceanside  WPCP. 
No  construction  activities  means  that  fugitive  dust  and  criteria  pollutant  emissions  would  not 
occur  and  there  would  be  no  construction-related  effects  or  disturbance  to  special-status  species, 
including  the  California  red-legged  frog,  western  pond  turtle,  nesting  birds  and  roosting  bats. 
While  the  No  Project  Alternative  would  avoid  or  reduce  impacts  that  would  occur  compared  to 
those  of  the  Project,  the  Project  impacts  would  be  fully  mitigated  through  the  adoption  of 
identified  mitigation  measures.  The  only  unmitigated  impact  that  would  occur  with  the  Project  is 
the  Project’s  contribution  to  the  WSIP  impact  of  indirect  impacts  related  to  growth.  To  the  extent 
that  the  2 mgd  of  water  supply  from  the  Project  contributes  to  growth,  the  Project’s  contribution 
to  the  indirect  impacts  associated  with  growth  would  not  occur  with  the  No  Project  Alternative. 

The  Commission  rejects  the  No  Project  Alternative  as  infeasible  because  it  would  not  meet  any  of 
the  project  objectives,  and  because  it  would  jeopardize  the  SFPUC’s  ability  to  meet  the  adopted 
WSIP  goals  and  objectives  as  set  forth  in  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  08-0200. 

Alternative  B:  Project  Design  Alternative 

Alternative  B:  Project  Design  Alternative,  would  locate  the  recycled  water  treatment  plant  at  the 
San  Francisco  Zoo  overflow  parking  lot,  a 2.3  acre  site  north  of  the  Oceanside  WPCP  and  east  of 
the  Great  Highway.  Under  the  Project  as  proposed,  the  site  would  be  used  for  construction 
staging.  Storage  and  pumping  facilities  that  under  the  Project  would  be  located  at  the  Central 
Reservoir  site  in  Golden  Gate  Park  would  instead  be  located  with  the  recycled  water  treatment 
plant  at  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  overflow  parking  lot.  Under  this  Alternative,  distribution  pipelines 
would  avoid  Route  35/Skyline  Boulevard  and  streets  adjacent  to  Sunset  Boulevard  and  instead, 
distribution  pipelines  would  am  from  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  overflow  parking  lot  north  to 
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Wawona  Street,  then  east  to  34th  Street,  and  north  up  34th  Street  into  Golden  Gate  Park. 
Construction  activities  would  be  sequenced  and  staggered,  reducing  the  amount  of  concurrent 
construction  and  extending  the  overall  Project  construction  duration.  Staging  would  not  occur  at 
Harding  Road  and  Herbst  Road.  Other  aspects  of  the  Project  would  remain  unchanged  and  the 
Project  would  be  able  to  produce  the  same  5 mgd  peak  flow  amount,  or  2 mgd  annual  average 
amount  of  recycled  water. 

This  Alternative  reduces  impacts  on  cultural  resources  in  several  ways.  As  a result  of  decreasing 
the  area  of  construction  activities  slightly  by  consolidating  the  treatment  and  storage  facilities  to 
one  area  at  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  overflow  parking  lot  instead  of  at  the  Oceanside  WPCP  and 
Central  Reservoir  sites,  the  impacts  on  unknown  archaeological  resources  and  human  remains 
would  be  reduced.  This  Alternative  would  eliminate  the  potential  impacts  to  paleontological 
resources  because  it  would  avoid  construction  in  the  Colma  Formation  below  the  Oceanside 
WPCP  site.  As  a result  of  reducing  impacts  on  cultural  resources,  the  Alternative  would  make 
less  of  a contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  on  cultural  resources. 

The  daily  impact  on  air  quality  would  be  less  under  Alternative  B than  the  Project.  By 
construction  sequencing  and  staggering  construction  activities,  Alternative  B would  reduce  the 
amount  of  fugitive  dust  and  criteria  pollutants  emitted  at  one  time,  thereby  reducing  the  potential 
to  exceed  regulatory  thresholds  based  on  emissions  per  day.  However,  the  total  amount  of 
construction  would  not  be  reduced  and  the  total  amount  of  air  pollution  would  be  the  same  as  for 
the  Project. 

Alternative  B would  reduce  impacts  on  biological  resources.  Fewer  impacts  could  occur  to 
nesting  birds  because  trees  would  not  need  to  be  removed  between  the  Oceanside  WPCP  and  the 
California  National  Guard  property.  Also,  vegetation  clearing  at  the  Central  Reservoir  site  would 
be  avoided  as  would  disturbance  of  trees  on  Route  35/Skyline  Boulevard  and  Sunset  Avenue. 
Pipeline  construction  that  would  instead  occur  on  Wawona  Street  and  34th  Avenue  would  disturb 
few  trees.  Alternative  B also  would  reduce  impacts  on  roosting  bats  by  reducing  construction  near 
trees  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Oceanside  WPCP,  Lake  Merced,  and  the  Central  Pump  Station  site 
where  bats  are  thought  most  likely  to  roost.  Finally,  the  elimination  of  construction  near  Lake 
Merced,  along  Route  35/Skyline  Boulevard,  and  near  Harding  and  Herbst  Roads,  and  elimination 
of  most  construction  around  the  Central  Reservoir  site,  would  reduce  impacts  on  the  Western 
Pond  turtle  and  California  red-legged  frog,  which  may  be  found  in  upland  habitat  in  these  areas. 
The  only  remaining  areas  where  these  species  may  be  found,  at  Metson  and  Lloyd  Lakes  in 
Golden  Gate  Park  would  have  minimal  construction  nearby,  limited  to  installation  of  pipeline 
distribution  lines.  As  a result  of  reduced  impacts  on  biological  resources  under  Alternative  B,  the 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  to  biological  resources  also  would  be  reduced  as  compared  to 
the  Project. 

This  Alternative  also  would  increase  certain  impacts  as  compared  to  the  Project  and  result  in 
different  impacts  than  the  Project  in  the  areas  of  noise,  traffic,  and  energy  use.  Alternative  B 
would  increase  construction  and  operational  noise  levels  in  the  vicinity  of  the  San  Francisco  Zoo 
by  moving  the  construction  activities  and  facilities  approximately  900  feet  closer  to  Zoo  facilities 
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as  compared  to  the  Project.  Increased  noise  could  negatively  impact  Zoo  animals.  Operational 
noise  impacts  might  be  reduced  through  noise  reduction  berms. 

Shifting  the  location  of  construction  of  the  recycled  water  treatment  plant  could  increase  truck 
traffic  along  the  Great  Highway  and  potentially  require  lane  detours.  Also,  relocating  distribution 
pipelines  from  Route  35/Skyline  Boulevard  and  Sunset  Avenue  to  Wawona  Street  and  34th 
Avenue  would  cause  an  increase  in  traffic  on  narrower  roadways,  possibly  increasing  traffic 
impacts. 

Finally,  locating  the  recycled  water  storage  reservoir  at  the  Zoo  parking  lot  instead  of  at  the 
Central  Reservoir  site  would  require  additional  energy  to  pump  recycled  water  over  longer 
distances  and  elevations  to  customers  north  of  the  Central  Reservoir  site.  Under  the  Project,  four 
100  horsepower  pumps  (one  standby)  would  be  installed  at  the  Central  Reservoir  site  in  a new 
pump  station  to  pump  recycled  water  from  the  Central  Reservoir  to  users  in  Golden  Gate  Park 
and  north.  There  also  would  be  three  pumps  with  motors  of  up  to  200  horsepower  to  pump 
recycled  water  from  the  treatment  facility  to  the  Central  Reservoir  site.  Under  Alternative  B.  a 
new  pump  station  would  be  installed  instead  at  the  Zoo  parking  lot  site,  with  three  or  more  up  to 
400  horsepower  pumps  installed  to  pump  recycled  water  to  all  the  planned  distribution  points.  By 
comparison,  Alternative  B would  require  more  energy  to  distribute  the  recycled  water  to  the  same 
planned  distribution  points. 

The  Project  Design  Alternative  would  meet  all  of  the  Project  objectives  and  WSIP  goals  and 
objectives,  although  completion  of  the  Project  would  be  delayed  due  to  a longer  construction 
schedule.  It  is  also  possible  that  future  treatment  plant  operations  would  be  restricted  because  of 
proximity  to  the  Zoo  facilities  and  concern  by  the  Zoo  of  disruption  to  Zoo  activities  and 
disturbance  of  animals. 

The  SFPUC  rejects  the  Project  Design  Alternative  as  infeasible.  While  the  Project  Design 
Alternative  would  reduce  some  impacts  to  cultural  resources,  biological  resources,  and  air 
quality,  all  of  the  Project  impacts  that  it  would  reduce  will  be  reduced  to  less  than  significant 
levels  under  the  Project  with  the  implementation  of  adopted  mitigation  measures.  The  Project 
Design  Alternative  will  increase  other  impacts  in  the  areas  of  noise  and  traffic.  It  is  possible  that 
such  effects,  if  significant,  could  be  mitigated  but  may  affect  Project  operations.  Alternative  B 
also  would  increase  energy  use  by  requiring  the  pumping  of  recycled  water  over  a longer 
distances  and  elevations  than  under  the  Project,  resulting  in  energy  waste.  Thus,  the  Project 
Design  Alternative  does  not  have  a clear  environmental  benefit  over  the  Project  as  the  Project 
would  mitigate  its  impacts  and  it  is  unclear  whether  the  increased  impacts  of  the  Project  Design 
Alternative  can  be  fully  mitigated. 

Most  problematic  from  a feasibility  perspective  is  the  fact  that  the  SFPUC  does  not  have  control 
over  the  proposed  site  for  the  co-located  recycled  water  treatment  plant,  pump  station,  and  water 
storage  facilities  at  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  overflow  parking  lot.  The  parking  lot  is  under  the 
management  of  the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  with  the  premises  leased  to 
the  nonprofit  San  Francisco  Zoological  Society.  The  SFPUC  would  need  the  consent  of  the  San 
Francisco  Zoo  and  the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks  Departments  to  obtain  use  of  the  site. 
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The  SFPUC  has  been  informed  that  the  Zoo  has  plans  to  use  the  site  for  necessary  Zoo 
operations,  including  meeting  stringent  animal  isolation  and  testing  requirements.  The  San 
Francisco  Zoo  and  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Departments  are  therefore,  unlikely  to  readily  agree 
to  the  SFPUC  taking  over  use  of  the  site. 

Under  the  circumstances,  the  SFPUC  finds  that  the  Project  Design  Alternative  is  not  feasible  as 
the  site  is  currently  and  in  the  future  projected  to  be  needed  by  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  for  its  own 
operations.  In  addition,  even  if  the  San  Francisco  Zoo  and  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Departments 
might  eventually  agree  to  the  SFPUC’s  use  of  the  site,  the  SFPUC  is  faced  with  an  unpredictable 
period  of  delay  in  implementing  the  Project.  Finally,  the  Project  Design  Alternative  would  result 
in  minimal  to  no  benefit  to  the  environment.  All  Project  impacts,  with  the  exception  of  the  WSIP- 
related  impact  to  growth  are  mitigable.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Project  Design  Alternative  would 
cause  energy  waste  and  it  would  have  the  same  WSIP-related  impact  to  growth.  For  all  of  these 
reasons,  the  SFPUC  rejects  the  Project  Design  Alternative  as  infeasible. 

Alternative  C:  Reduced  Project  Alternative 

The  Reduced  Project  Alternative  would  eliminate  recycled  water  supply  to  Lincoln  Park  and  the 
Presidio.  Under  the  Reduced  Project  Alternative,  a new  underground  storage  reservoir  and  pump 
station  would  not  be  constructed  at  the  Central  Reservoir  site  and  distribution  pipelines  north  of 
the  Central  Reservoir  would  be  eliminated.  The  size  of  the  recycled  water  treatment  plant  and 
storage  at  the  Oceanside  WPCP  would  be  reduced  somewhat  and  the  construction  duration  would 
be  shorter.  As  a result  of  these  changes  from  the  Project,  the  recycled  water  treatment  plant  would 
have  a reduced  peak-day  capacity  of  3.8  mgd  instead  of  5 mgd  and  an  annual  average  capacity  of 
1 .7  mgd  instead  of  2.0  mgd. 

This  Alternative  reduces  impacts  on  cultural  resources  in  several  ways.  First,  as  a result  of 
eliminating  recycled  water  supply  to  Lincoln  Park,  significant  potential  impacts  on  human 
remains  that  may  be  associated  with  the  former  Golden  Gate  Cemetery  site  (e.g.  Lincoln  Park) 
would  be  avoided.  Second,  construction  of  a smaller  recycled  water  supply  treatment  plant, 
eliminating  new  storage  and  pumping  facilities  at  the  Central  Reservoir  site,  and  eliminating 
distribution  pipelines  north  of  the  Central  Reservoir  reduces  the  area  of  excavation,  reducing 
potential  exposure  to  unknown  archeological  resources  and  unknown  human  remains.  Third, 
constructing  a smaller  recycled  water  treatment  plant  reduces  potential  impacts  to  paleontological 
resources  that  may  be  found  in  the  Colma  Formation  as  less  excavation  in  that  area  would  be 
required.  Finally,  by  reducing  cultural  resource  impacts,  the  contribution  to  cumulative  impacts 
on  cultural  resources  also  would  be  reduced. 

Alternative  C would  not  reduce  the  daily  impact  on  air  quality,  but  because  total  construction 
activities  are  reduced,  the  total  volume  of  air  pollution  emitted  during  construction  is  less  under 
Alternative  C than  the  Project. 

Alternative  C would  reduce  impacts  on  biological  resources.  Fewer  impacts  could  occur  to 
nesting  birds,  California  red-legged  frog  and  western  pond  turtle  as  a result  of  reduced 
construction  activities  at  the  Central  Reservoir  site  where  these  species  could  be  impacted.  As  a 
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result  of  reduced  impacts  on  biological  resources  under  Alternative  C,  this  alternative  would 
make  less  of  a contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  to  biological  resources  as  compared  to  the 
Project. 

Alternative  C also  would  reduce  energy  usage  as  compared  to  the  Project  because  it  would 
eliminate  the  need  to  pump  recycled  water  to  Lincoln  Park  and  the  Presidio  from  the  Central 
Reservoir  site.  Alternative  C would  also  reduce  the  contribution  to  the  WSIP’s  indirect  growth 
inducing  impact  by  reducing  the  amount  of  water  that  could  be  supplied  to  a growing  population. 

Alternative  C:  Reduced  Project  Alternative  would  meet  the  Project  objectives,  which  are  to 
diversify  the  SFPUC’s  water  supplies  by  developing  recycled  water,  develop  a new  water  supply 
in  San  Francisco  that  is  both  reliable  and  drought  resistant,  and  reduce  the  use  of  potable  water 
and  groundwater  for  irrigation  and  other  nonpotable  uses  by  supplying  those  demands  with 
recycled  water.  However,  by  reducing  the  capacity  of  the  recycled  water  treatment  plant. 
Alternative  C would  not  provide  the  full  amount  of  recycled  water  supply  provided  under  the 
Project  so  the  degree  to  which  it  would  meet  the  last  of  these  objectives  would  be  reduced 
somewhat.  Alternative  C would  enable  implementation  of  the  SFPUC’s  Groundwater  Supply 
Project,  approved  by  the  SFPUC  in  December,  2013,  because  it  would  provide  recycled  water  to 
Golden  Gate  Park,  facilitating  the  implementation  of  the  second  phase  of  the  SFPUC’s 
Groundwater  Supply  Project,  which  calls  for  conversion  of  existing  irrigation  wells  in  Golden 
Gate  Park  to  potable  use,  providing  1 .0  to  1 .5  mgd  of  groundwater. 

However,  Alternative  C would  only  partially  meet  the  WSIP  goals  and  objectives  that  rely 
directly  on  the  contribution  of  the  Project  to  fulfill  systemwide  level  of  service  objectives.  The 
WSIP  aims  to  provide  a total  of  10  mgd  annual  average  of  water  supply  from  recycled  water, 
groundwater,  and  conservation  projects  to  meet  retail  demand  in  San  Francisco.  Of  this  amount, 
the  WSIP  project  description  indicated  that  approximately  4 mgd  annual  average  would  be 
derived  from  recycled  water  projects  in  San  Francisco.  The  Project  would  provide  up  to  2 mgd  of 
recycled  water  on  an  annual  average  basis,  and  5 mgd  peak  day  flow,  but  under  Alternative  C this 
would  be  reduced  to  1.7  mgd  annual  average  and  3.8  mgd  peak  day  flow.  Under  the  project, 
currently  identified  customers  have  a demand  of  1 .6  mgd  annual  average  and  4 mgd  peak-day, 
but  customer  served  would  be  reduced  to  those  with  a demand  of  1.38  mgd  annual  average  and 
2.81  mgd  peak  day.  Customers  at  Lincoln  Park  and  the  Presidio  that  could  use  recycled  water 
would  continue  to  use  potable  water  sources  for  irrigation. 

To  the  extent  that  Alternative  C fails  to  fully  satisfy  WSIP  identified  water  supply  goals  and 
objectives  as  approved  under  SFPUC  Resolution  08-0200,  it  would  limit  the  SFPUC’s  ability  to 
provide  water  to  customers  during  both  drought  and  non-drought  periods  and  may  prevent  the 
SFPUC  from  limiting  rationing  during  drought  periods  to  a maximum  20  percent  systemwide. 
Customers  in  San  Francisco  would  be  most  affected  as  water  supply  in  the  city  would  be  reduced 
during  peak  demand  periods  by  up  to  1.2  mgd.  As  a result,  the  SFPUC  may  need  to  revise  the 
WSIP  goals  and  objectives  or  develop  additional  water  supply  projects. 

Environmentally  Superior  Alternative.  The  Reduced  Project  Alternative  would  be  the 
Environmentally  Superior  Alternative,  other  than  the  No  Project  Alternative.  The  Reduced 
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Project  Alternative  would  not  increase  any  impacts  and  it  would  reduce  impacts  on  cultural 
resources  and  biological  resources.  Also,  it  would  reduce  energy  use  and  reduce  the  total  amount 
of  air  pollution  produced  by  the  Project. 

The  Reduced  Project  Alternative  would  still  contribute  to  the  WSIP’s  significant  and  unavoidable 
indirect  impact  related  to  growth,  but  to  a lesser  degree  than  for  the  Project,  as  it  would  provide 
0.3  mgd  less  of  water  supply  on  an  annual  average  basis  that  could  contribute  to  growth. 

The  Commission  rejects  the  Reduced  Project  Alternative  as  infeasible  because  it  will  not  allow 
the  SFPUC  to  fully  meet  WSIP  goals  and  objectives.  Additionally,  although  this  alternative 
would  generally  meet  the  SFPUC’ s objectives  for  the  Project,  it  would  not  satisfy  the  Project’s 
third  objective  to  the  same  degree  as  the  Project,  namely  to  reduce  the  use  of  potable  water  and 
groundwater  for  irrigation  and  other  nonpotable  uses  by  supplying  those  demands  with  recycled 
water.  Likewise,  it  would  only  partially  meet  the  WSIP  goals  and  objectives,  which  rely  directly 
on  the  up  to  2 mgd  of  local  recycled  water  supply  on  the  west  side  of  San  Francisco  that  the 
Project  would  provide  to  fulfill  systemwide  level  of  service  objectives.  The  total  average  yield 
under  normal  operations  for  the  Reduced  Project  Alternative  would  be  1.7  mgd,  causing  the 
SFPUC  to  fall  short  of  the  2 mgd  annual  water  supply  designed  for  the  Project  and  the  WSIP 
identified  supply  need  of  4 mgd  from  local  recycled  water  supply  by  2018.  Although  the  SFPUC 
originally  envisioned  that  the  4 mgd  of  recycled  water  would  supply  customers  on  the  west  side 
of  San  Francisco  and  now  the  SFPUC  expects  the  west  side  recycled  water  demand  to  be 
somewhat  reduced,  the  SFPUC  has  not  revised  its  originally  WSIP  goal  of  obtaining  4 mgd  from 
recycled  water  and  is  exploring  recycled  water  supply  options  on  the  east  side  of  the  City.  Thus, 
if  the  Project  were  sized  below  the  Project  size  of  2 mgd  annual  average,  and  designed  not  to 
serve  Lincoln  Park  and  the  Presidio,  some  viable  recycled  water  supply  customers  on  the  west 
side  of  San  Francisco  would  not  be  able  to  make  use  of  recycled  water  and  instead  would  need  to 
continue  to  use  groundwater  or  imported  surface  water  for  irrigation  and  other  nonpotable  uses. 
Such  a situation  would  be  contrary  to  the  WSIP  goal  of  diversifying  water  supply  options  and 
improving  use  of  new  water  resources,  such  as  recycled  water.  For  these  reasons,  the  SFPUC 
rejects  the  Reduced  Yield  Alternative  as  infeasible. 

VI.  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations 

Pursuant  to  CEQA  Section  21081  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15093,  the  Commission  hereby 
finds,  after  consideration  of  the  Final  EIR  and  the  evidence  in  the  record,  that  each  of  the  specific 
overriding  economic,  legal,  social,  technological  and  other  benefits  of  the  Project  as  set  forth 
below,  independently  and  collectively  outweighs  the  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  and  is 
an  overriding  consideration  warranting  approval  of  the  Project.  Any  one  of  the  reasons  for 
approval  cited  below  is  sufficient  to  justify  approval  of  the  Project.  Thus,  even  if  a court  were  to 
conclude  that  not  every  reason  is  supported  by  substantial  evidence,  the  Commission  will  stand 
by  its  determination  that  each  individual  reason  is  sufficient.  The  substantial  evidence  supporting 
the  various  benefits  can  be  found  in  the  preceding  findings,  which  are  incorporated  by  reference 
into  this  section,  and  in  the  documents  found  in  the  Record  of  Proceedings,  as  defined  in  Section 
I. 
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On  the  basis  of  the  above  findings  and  the  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  specifically  finds  that  there  are  significant  benefits  of  the  Project  in 
spite  of  the  unavoidable  significant  impacts,  and  therefore  makes  this  Statement  of  Overriding 
Considerations.  The  Commission  further  finds  that,  as  part  of  the  process  of  obtaining  Project 
approval,  all  significant  effects  on  the  environment  from  implementation  of  the  Project  have  been 
eliminated  or  substantially  lessened  where  feasible.  All  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  Final 
EIR  for  the  Project  are  adopted  as  part  of  this  approval  action.  Furthermore,  the  Commission  has 
determined  that  any  remaining  significant  effects  on  the  environment  found  to  be  unavoidable  are 
acceptable  due  to  the  following  specific  overriding  economic,  technical,  legal,  social,  and  other 
considerations. 

The  Project  will  have  the  following  benefits: 

• The  Project  will  expand  and  diversify  the  SFPUC’s  water  supply  portfolio  to  increase  system 
reliability,  particularly  for  retail  customers  in  San  Francisco.  The  Project  provides  an 
additional  2 mgd  of  water  supply  front  other  than  imported  surface  water,  the  main  water 
supply  source  in  the  SFPUC  water  system. 

• The  Project  will  increase  the  use  of  local  water  supply  sources.  The  Project  provides  2 mgd 
of  recycled  water  to  irrigators  on  the  Westside  of  San  Francisco  who  are  now  using  imported 
potable  surface  water  or  groundwater  for  irrigation. 

• The  Project  will  reduce  dependence  on  imported  surface  water.  The  Project  provides  2 mgd 
from  local  recycled  water. 

• The  Project,  by  providing  recycled  water  for  irrigation  and  lake  refill  in  Golden  Gate  Park 
will  enable  the  implementation  of  the  second  phase  of  the  SFPUC’s  San  Francisco 
Groundwater  Supply  Project,  which  will  provide  1.0  to  1.3  mgd  of  potable  groundwater 
supply. 

In  addition,  the  Project  will  further  the  WSIP’s  goals  and  objectives.  As  part  of  the  approval  of 
Resolution  08-2000.  the  SFPUC  adopted  a Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations  as  to  why  the 
benefits  of  the  WSIP  outweighed  the  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  associated  with  the 
WSIP.  This  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations  is  relevant  to  the  significant  and  unavoidable 
impact  related  to  growth-inducement  to  which  this  Project  contributes.  The  findings  regarding  the 
Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations  set  forth  in  Resolution  No.  08-2000  are  incorporated  into 
these  findings  by  this  reference,  as  though  fully  set  forth  in  these  CEQA  Findings.  In  addition,  for 
the  particular  reasons  set  forth  below,  this  Project  helps  to  implement  the  following  benefits  of 
the  WSIP: 

• Implementation  of  the  WSIP  will  reduce  vulnerability  to  earthquakes.  The  WSIP  includes 
many  features  that  are  designed  to  improve  the  seismic  safety  and  reliability  of  the  water 
system  as  a means  of  saving  human  life  and  property  under  a catastrophic  earthquake 
scenario  or  even  a disaster  scenario  not  rising  to  the  level  of  catastrophe.  Effecting  the 
improvements  to  assure  the  water  system's  continued  reliability,  and  developing  it  as  part  of  a 
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larger,  integrated  water  security  strategy,  is  critical  to  the  Bay  Area’s  economic  security, 
competitiveness  and  quality  of  life.  This  Project  provides  a critical  source  of  water  - local 
recycled  water  - that  will  be  available  even  if  it  is  not  possible  for  a period  of  time  to  obtain 
imported  surface  water  from  the  SFPUC’s  regional  water  system. 

• The  WSIP  would  meet  SFPUC  customer  water  supply  needs  by  providing  265  mgd  of 
retail  and  wholesale  customer  purchases  from  the  SFPUC  watersheds,  and  meet  or  offset 
the  remaining  20  mgd  through  conservation,  recycled  water,  and  groundwater  in  the  retail 
and  wholesale  service  areas.  Ten  mgd  of  this  would  be  met,  as  proposed  under  the 
WSIP,  through  conservation,  recycled  water,  and  groundwater  projects  in  San  Francisco, 
and  10  mgd  would  be  met  through  local  conservation,  recycled  water  and  groundwater 
in  the  wholesale  service  area.  Of  the  10  mgd  that  would  come  from  projects  in  San 
Francisco,  the  WSIP  identifies  4 mgd  from  local  recycled  water.  This  Project  would  provide 
up  to  2 mgd  of  this  critical  4 mgd  of  local  recycled  water.  In  addition,  by  providing  recycled 
water  to  Golden  Gate  Park,  this  Project  will  enable  implementation  of  the  second  phase  of 
the  SFPUC’s  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Project,  which  will  provide  1.0  to  1.3  mgd 
of  potable  groundwater  for  San  Francisco  residents,  water  that  is  currently  used  for  irrigation 
and  lake  refill  in  Golden  Gate  Park. 

• The  WSIP  will  substantially  improve  use  of  new  water  sources  and  drought  management, 
including  use  of  groundwater,  recycled  water,  conservation,  and  transfers.  A critical  part  of 
the  WSIP  is  to  provide  water  from  new  sources  other  than  from  imported  surface  water  from 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  Valley  or  watersheds  in  Alameda  County  and  the  Peninsula.  This  Project 
is  important  to  meeting  the  WSIP  goal  of  providing  local  recycled  water  in  San  Francisco. 

• The  WSIP  projects  are  designed  to  meet  applicable  federal  and  state  water  quality 
requirements.  This  Project,  which  will  produce  recycled  water  by  treating  sanitary  sewage 
with  microfiltration/ultrafiltration,  reverse  osmosis,  and  ultraviolet  light  disinfection,  will 
provide  recycled  water  that  meets  or  exceeds  the  California  Department  of  Public  Health 
requirements  for  disinfected  tertiary  recycled  water. 

• The  WSIP  will  diversify  water  supply  options  during  non-drought  and  drought  periods.  The 
Project  supports  this  WSIP  objective  by  providing  up  to  2 mgd  of  local  recycled  water  during 
both  drought  and  non-drought  periods. 

Having  considered  these  benefits,  including  the  benefits  discussed  in  Section  I above,  the 
Commission  finds  that  the  benefits  of  the  Project  and  the  Project’s  furtherance  of  the  WSIP  goals 
and  objectives  outweigh  the  unavoidable  adverse  environmental  effects,  and  that  the  adverse 
environmental  effects  are  therefore  acceptable. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WESTSIDE  RECYCLED  WATER  PROJECT  (SF  Environmental  Planning  Case  No.  2008.00912E)  - MITIGATION  MONITORING  AND  REPORTING  PROGRAM 


Impact 

No. 

Impact  Summary 

Adopted  Mitigation  Measures 

Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 

Responsible  Party 

Reviewing  and 
Approval  Party 

Monitoring  and  Reporting  Actions 

Implementation  Schedule 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

CP-2 

The  proposed  project  could 
cause  a substantial  adverse 
change  in  the  significance  of 
an  archeological  resource 
pursuant  to  Section 
15064.5(f). 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archeological  Resources. 

The  following  measures  shall  be  implemented  should  construction  activities  result  in  the 

accidental  discovery  of  an  archeological  resource: 

The  following  mitigation  measure  is  required  to  avoid  any  potential  adverse  effect 
from  the  proposed  project  on  accidentally  discovered  buried  or  submerged  historical 
resources  as  defined  in  CEQA  Guidelines  Sections  15064.5(a)  and  (c).  The  project 
sponsor  shall  distribute  the  Planning  Department  archeological  resource  "ALERT" 
sheet  to  the  project  prime  contractor;  to  any  project  subcontractor  (including 
demolition,  excavation,  grading,  foundation,  etc.  firms);  or  utilities  firm  involved  in 
soils  disturbing  activities  within  the  project  site.  Prior  to  any  soils  disturbing 
activities  being  undertaken  each  contractor  is  responsible  for  ensuring  that  the 
"ALERT"  sheet  is  circulated  to  all  field  personnel  including,  machine  operators,  field 
crew,  supervisory  personnel,  etc.  The  project  sponsor  shall  provide  the 
Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO)  with  a signed  affidavit  from  the  responsible 
parties  (prime  contractor,  subcontractor(s),  and  utilities  firm)  to  the  ERO  confirming 
that  all  field  personnel  have  received  copies  of  the  Alert  Sheet. 

Should  any  indication  of  an  archeological  resource  be  encountered  during  any  soils 
disturbing  activity  of  the  project,  the  project  Head  Foreman  and/or  project  sponsor 
shall  immediately  notify  the  ERO  and  shall  immediately  suspend  any  soils 
disturbing  activities  in  the  vicinity  of  the  discovery  until  the  ERO  has  determined 
what  additional  measures  should  be  undertaken. 

If  the  ERO  determines  that  an  archeological  resource  may  be  present  within  the 
project  site,  the  project  sponsor  shall  retain  the  services  of  a qualified  archeological 
consultant,  based  on  standards  developed  by  the  Planning  Department  archeologist 
The  archeological  consultant  shall  evaluate  the  discovered  material  and  advise  the 
ERO  as  to  whether  the  discovery  historical  or  unique  retains  sufficient  integrity  and 
is  of  potential  scientific/historical/cultural  significance.  If  a significant  archeological 
resource  is  present,  the  archeological  consultant  shall  make  a recommendation  as  to 
what  action,  if  any,  is  warranted.  Based  on  this  information,  the  ERO  may  require,  if 
warranted,  specific  additional  measures  to  be  implemented  by  the  project  sponsor 
including  avoidance  measures  or  other  appropriate  mitigation. 

Measures  might  include:  preservation  in  situ  of  the  archeological  resource;  an 
archeological  monitoring  program;  or  an  archeological  testing/data  recovery 
program.  If  an  archeological  monitoring  program  or  archeological  testing  program  is 
required,  it  shall  be  consistent  with  the  EP  division  guidelines  for  such  programs. 

The  ERO  may  also  require  that  the  project  sponsor  immediately  implement  a site 
security  program  if  the  archeological  resource  is  at  risk  from  vandalism,  looting,  or 
other  damaging  actions. 

The  project  archeological  consultant  shall  submit  a Final  Archeological  Resources 
Report  (FARR)  to  the  ERO  that  evaluates  the  historical  significance  of  any 
discovered  archeological  resource  and  describing  the  archeological  and  historical 
research  methods  employed  in  the  archeological  testing/data  recovery  program(s) 
undertaken.  Information  that  may  put  at  risk  any  archeological  resource  shall  be 
provided  in  a separate  removable  insert  within  the  final  report. 

1)  SFPUC  EMB 

2)  SFPUC  CMB 

3)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Archeologist) 

4)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Archeologist) 

1)  SFPUC  BEM 

2)  SFPUC  BEM 

3)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

4)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

1)  Ensure  that  measures  related  to  archaeological 
discovers  are  included  in  contract  documents. 

2)  Ensure  that  all  personnel  attend  environmental  training 
prior  to  beginning  work,  receive  "ALERT1  sheet,  and 
sign  the  training  sign-in  sheets.  Maintain  file  of 
signature  sheets  for  submittal  to  ERO.  Monitor  to 
ensure  that  the  contractors  implement  measures  in 
contract  document,  report  non-compliance  and  ensure 
corrective  action. 

3)  Evaluate  the  potential  discovery  and  advise  the  ERO  as 
to  the  significance  of  the  discovery.  If  warranted, 
proceed  with  measures  that  may  include  the  following: 

a.  On-site  preservation  of  resource; 

b.  Archaeological  monitoring  program  with  prior 
review/approval  of  ERO;  or 

c.  Archaeological  testing/data  recovery  program  with 
prior  review/approval  of  ERO. 

4)  Prepare  a Final  Archaeological  Resources  Report. 
Submit  to  ERO  for  review  and  approval.  Submit  to 
others  as  required  once  approved  by  ERO. 

1)  Design 

2)  Preconstruction  and 
Construction 

3)  Construction 

4)  Post  Construction 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management 
CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 


CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau 
EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau 


ERO  = SF  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 
SFPUC  = San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


USFWS  = United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
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Copies  of  the  Draft  FARR  shall  be  sent  to  the  ERO  for  review  and  approval.  Once 
approved  by  the  ERO,  copies  of  the  FARR  shall  be  distributed  as  follows:  California 
Archeological  Site  Survey  NWIC  shall  receive  one  (1)  copy  and  the  ERO  shall  receive 
a copy  of  the  transmittal  of  the  FARR  to  the  NWIC.  The  Environmental  Planning 
division  of  the  Planning  Department  shall  receive  one  bound  copy,  one  unbound 
copy  and  one  unlocked,  searchable  copy  on  compact  disk  (CD)  three  copies  of  the 
FARR  along  with  copies  of  any  formal  site  recordation  forms  (CA  DPR  523  series) 
and/or  documentation  for  nomination  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places/Califomia  Register  of  Historical  Resources.  In  instances  of  high  public  interest 
or  interpretive  value,  the  ERO  may  require  a different  final  report  content,  format, 
and  distribution  than  that  presented  above. 

CP-3 

The  project  could  directly  or 
indirectly  destroy  a unique 
paleontological  resource  or 
site  or  unique  geologic 
feature. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-3:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Paleontological  Resources. 

The  following  measures  shall  be  implemented  should  construction  at  the  recycled  water 
treatment  plant  site  result  in  the  accidental  discovery  of  paleontological  resources: 

To  reduce  the  potential  for  the  proposed  project  to  result  in  a significant  impact  on 
paleontological  resources,  the  SFPUC  shall  arrange  for  a paleontological  training  by 
a qualified  paleontologist  regarding  the  potential  for  such  resources  to  exist  in  the 
project  site  and  how  to  identify  such  resources.  The  training  could  consist  of  a 
recorded  presentation  of  the  initial  training  that  could  be  reused  for  new  personnel. 
The  training  shall  also  include  a review  of  penalties  for  looting  and  disturbance  of 
these  resources.  An  alert  sheet  shall  be  prepared  by  the  qualified  paleontologist  and 
shall  include  the  following: 

1.  A discussion  of  the  potential  to  encounter  paleontological  resources. 

2.  Instructions  for  reporting  observed  looting  of  a paleontological  resource;  and 
instructions  that  if  a paleontological  deposit  is  encountered  within  a project  area, 
all  soil-disturbing  activities  in  the  vicinity  of  the  deposit  shall  cease  and  the 
Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO)  shall  be  notified  immediately. 

3.  Who  to  contact  in  the  event  of  an  unanticipated  discovery. 

If  potential  fossils  are  discovered  by  construction  crews,  all  earthwork  or  other  types 
of  ground  disturbance  within  50  feet  of  the  find  shall  stop  immediately  until  the 
qualified  professional  paleontologist  can  assess  the  nature  and  importance  of  the 
find.  Based  on  the  scientific  value  or  uniqueness  of  the  find,  the  paleontologist  may 
record  the  find  and  allow  work  to  continue,  or  recommend  salvage  and  recovery  of 
the  fossil.  The  paleontologist  may  also  propose  modifications  to  the  stop-work 
radius  based  on  the  nature  of  the  find,  site  geology,  and  the  activities  occurring  on 
the  site.  If  treatment  and  salvage  is  required,  recommendations  shall  be  consistent 
with  SVP  1995  guidelines  and  currently  accepted  scientific  practice,  and  shall  be 
subject  to  review  and  approval  by  the  ERO  or  designee.  If  required,  treatment  for 
fossil  remains  may  include  preparation  and  recovery  of  fossil  materials  so  that  they 
can  be  housed  in  an  appropriate  museum  or  university  collection,  and  may  also 
include  preparation  of  a report  for  publication  describing  the  finds.  The  SFPUC  shall 
be  responsible  for  ensuring  that  treatment  is  implemented  and  reported  to  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department.  If  no  report  is  required,  the  SFPUC  shall 
nonetheless  ensure  that  information  on  fire  nature,  location,  and  depth  of  all  finds  is 
readily  available  to  the  scientific  community  through  university  curation  or  other 
appropriate  means. 

1)  SFPUC  EMB 

2)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Paleontologist) 

3)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 

1)  SFPUC  BEM 

2)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

3)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

1)  Ensure  that  contract  documents  include  the  listed 
measures  related  to  paleontological  resources. 

2)  Obtain  and  review  resume  or  other  documentation  on 
paleontologist's  qualifications.  Ensure  that  contractor's 
staff  participate  in  the  environmental  training  prior  to 
beginning  work  and  sign  the  training  sign-in  sheet. 
Maintain  file  of  sign-in  sheets. 

3)  In  the  event  of  a discovery,  confirm  suspension  of 
work,  examine  fossil,  and  advise  the  EOR  to  the 
significance  of  the  discovery.  Earthwork  and  ground 
disturbance  in  the  vicinity  of  find  shall  stop  until 
qualified  paleontologist  can  assess  nature/importance 
of  find  and  make  a recommendation  regarding  further 
action. 

4)  Monitor  to  ensure  that  the  contractor  implements 
measures  in  contract  documents  including  insuring 
that  all  potential  discoveries  are  reported  as  required 
and  that  contractor  suspends  work  in  the  vicinity. 
Report  noncompliance  and  ensure  corrective  action. 

1)  Design 

2)  Preconstruction  and 
Construction 

3)  Construction 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau  ERO  = SF  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 

CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau  SFPUC  = San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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CP-4 

The  proposed  project  could 
accidentally  disturb 
unknown  human  remains, 
including  those  interred 
outside  of  formal  cemeteries. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CF-4:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Unknown  Human  Remains. 

The  following  measures  shall  be  implemented  should  construction  activities,  all  of  which 
are  outside  a dedicated  cemetery,  result  in  the  accidental  discovery  of  previously 
unknown  human  remains  and  associated  cultural  materials: 

The  treatment  of  human  remains  and  of  associated  or  unassociated  funerary  objects 
discovered  during  any  soil-disturbing  activities  shall  comply  with  applicable  state 
laws.  This  shall  include  immediate  notification  of  the  coroner  of  the  county  within 
which  the  project  is  located  for  (i)  a determination  that  no  investigation  of  the  cause 
of  death  is  required;  and  (ii)  in  the  event  of  the  coroner's  determination  that  the 
human  remains  are  Native  American,  notification  of  the  California  Native  American 
Heritage  Commission,  which  shall  appoint  a Most  Likely  Descendant  (MLD)  (PRC 
Section  5097.98).  The  archaeological  consultant,  SFPUC,  and  MLD  shall  make  all 
reasonable  efforts  to  develop  an  agreement  for  the  treatment,  with  appropriate 
dignity,  of  human  remains  and  associated  or  unassodated  funerary  objects  (CEQA 
Guidelines  Section  15064.5(dJ).  The  agreement  should  take  into  consideration  the 
appropriate  excavation,  removal,  recordation,  analysis,  custodianship,  curation,  and 
final  disposition  of  the  human  remains  and  assodated  or  unassodated  funerary 
objects.  The  PRC  allows  24  hours  to  reach  agreement  on  these  matters.  If  the  MLD 
and  the  other  parties  do  not  agree  on  the  reburial  method,  the  SFPUC  shall  follow 
Section  5097.98(b)  of  the  PRC,  which  states  that  "the  landowner  or  his  or  her 
authorized  representative  shall  reinter  the  human  remains  and  items  associated  with 
Native  American  burials  with  appropriate  dignity  on  the  property  in  a location  not 
subjed  to  further  subsurface  disturbance." 

1)  SFPUC  EMB 

2)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Archeologist) 

3)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 

1)  SFPUC  BEM 

2)  SFPUC  BEM 

3)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

1)  Ensure  that  contrad  documents  indude  measures 
related  to  discovery  of  human  remains. 

2)  If  potential  human  remains  or  funerary  objects  are 
encountered,  mobilize  an  archeologist  to  confirm 
existence  of  human  remains.  If  human  remains  are 
confirmed,  perform  required  coordination  and 
notifications. 

3)  Monitor  to  ensure  that  the  contrador  implements 
measures  in  contract  documents  including  insuring 
that  all  potential  human  remains  are  reported  as 
required  and  that  contrador  suspends  work  in  the 
vicinity.  Report  noncompliance  and  ensure  corrective 
action. 

1)  Design 

2)  Construction 

3)  Construction 

CP-5 

Construction  of  the  proposed 
project  along  Clement  Street 
from  36th  Avenue  to  39th 
Avenue  on  the  south  side  of 
Lincoln  Park  could  disturb 
human  remains  associated 
with  the  historic-period 
Golden  Gate  Cemetery. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-5:  Archeological  Monitoring  Program. 

Based  on  the  potential  that  human  remains  assodated  with  the  historic-period  Golden  Gate 
Cemetery  may  be  present  (buried)  within  the  project  area,  the  following  measures  shall  be 
undertaken  to  avoid  any  potentially  significant  adverse  effed  from  the  proposed  projed  on 
the  human  remains  if  exposed  during  construction.  The  projed  sponsor  shall  retain  the 
services  of  a qualified  archeological  consultant,  based  on  standards  developed  by  the 
Planning  Department  archeologist.  The  archeological  consultant  shall  undertake  an 
archeological  monitoring  program  (AMI*)  as  specified  herein.  In  addition,  the  consultant 
shall  be  available  to  condud  an  archeological  data  recovery  program  (ADRP)  if  required 
pursuant  to  this  measure.  The  archeological  consultant's  work  shall  be  conducted  in 
accordance  with  this  measure  at  the  direction  of  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO). 
All  plans  and  reports  prepared  by  the  consultant  as  specified  herein  shall  be  submitted  first 
and  directly  to  the  ERO  for  review  and  comment,  and  shall  be  considered  draft  reports 
subjed  to  revision  until  final  approval  by  the  ERO.  Archeological  monitoring  and/or  data 
recovery  programs  required  by  this  measure  could  suspend  construction  of  the  projed  for 
up  to  a maximum  of  four  weeks.  At  the  direction  of  the  ERO,  the  suspension  of 
construction  can  be  extended  beyond  four  weeks  only  if  such  a suspension  is  the  only 
feasible  means  to  reduce  to  a less  than  significant  level  potential  effects  on  a significant 
archeological  resource  as  defined  in  CEQA  Guidelines  Sed.  15064.5  (a)(c). 

Archeological  Monitoring  Program.  The  archeological  consultant  shall  prepare  and 
submit  to  the  ERO  for  review  and  approval  an  AMP  for  the  ground  disturbing  activities 
assodated  with  construction  of  distribution  pipelines  along  Clement  Street  from 
36th  Avenue  to  39th  Avenue  on  the  south  side  of  Lincoln  Park  and  a connection  point  to 

1)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Archeologist) 

2)  SFPUC  BEM 
(Archeologist) 

3)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 

4)  SFPUC  BEM 
(Archeologist) 

1)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

2)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

3)  SFPUC  BEMand  ERO 

4)  SFPUC  BEM  and  ERO 

1)  Prepare  and  implement  an  Archeological  Monitoring 
Program  in  consultation  with  ERO.  Submit  AMP  to  the 
ERO  for  review  and  approval.  If  human  remains  are 
encountered,  perform  required  coordination  and 
notifications.  Document  activities  in  monitoring  logs. 

2)  If  required  by  the  ERO,  prepare  Archeological  Data 
Recovery  Plan  and  submit  for  review  and  approval  to 
ERO. 

3)  Monitor  to  ensure  that  contractor  implements 
applicable  measures  in  contrad  documents.  Report 
noncompliance,  and  ensure  corrective  action. 

4)  Prepare  Final  Archeological  Resources  Report  (FARR) 
to  document  historical  significance  of  any  discovered 
archeological  resource  and  submit  to  ERO.. 

1)  Preconstruction/ 
Construction 

2)  Preconstruction/ 
Construction 

3)  Construction 

4)  Post-construction 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management 
CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 


CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau 
EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau 


ERO  = SF  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 
SFPUC  = San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


USFWS  = United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
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the  Lincoln  Park  Pump  Station.  The  AMP  shall  be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the 
approved  AMP.  The  AMP  shall  minimally  include  the  following  provisions: 

• The  archeological  consultant  project  sponsor,  and  ERO  shall  meet  and  consult  on  the 
scope  of  the  AMP  reasonably  prior  to  any  project-related  soils  disturbing  activities 
commencing.  The  ERO  in  consultation  with  the  archeological  consultant  shall 
determine  what  project  activities  shall  be  archeologically  monitored  and  die 
frequency.  In  most  cases,  any  soils-  disturbing  activities,  such  as  demolition, 
foundation  removal,  excavation,  grading,  utilities  installation,  foundation  work, 
driving  of  piles  (foundation,  shoring,  etc.),  site  remediation,  etc.,  shall  require 
archeological  monitoring  because  of  the  risk  these  activities  pose  to  potential  human 
remains  and  to  their  depositional  context; 

• The  archeological  consultant  shall  advise  all  project  contractors  to  be  on  the  alert  for 
evidence  of  the  presence  of  the  expected  resource(s),  of  how  to  identify  the  evidence 
of  the  expected  resource(s),  and  of  the  appropriate  protocol  in  the  event  of  apparent 
discovery  of  human  remains; 

• The  archeological  monitor(s)  shall  be  present  on  the  project  site  according  to  a 
schedule  agreed  upon  by  the  archeological  consultant  and  the  ERO  until  the  ERO  has, 
in  consultation  with  project  archeological  consultant,  determined  that  project 
construction  activities  could  have  no  effects  on  human  remains; 

• The  archeological  monitor  shall  record  and  be  authorized  to  collect  soil  samples  and 
artifactual/ecofactual  material  as  warranted  for  analysis; 

• If  human  remains  are  encountered,  all  soils-disturbing  activities  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
find  shall  cease.  The  archeological  monitor  shall  be  empowered  to  temporarily 
redirect  demolition/excavation/pile  driving/construction  activities  and  equipment 
until  the  find  is  evaluated.  The  archeological  consultant  shall  immediately  notify  the 
ERO  of  the  encountered  human  remains. 

If  human  remains  are  encountered,  there  shall  be  no  further  excavation  or  disturbance  of 
the  site  or  any  nearby  area  reasonably  suspected  to  overlie  adjacent  human  remains  until: 
the  SFPUC  immediately  notifies  the  San  Francisco  County  coroner  for  (i)  a determination 
that  no  investigation  of  the  cause  of  death  is  required;  and  (ii)  a determination  whether 
the  human  remains  are  Native  American.  If  the  human  remains  are  not  Native  American, 
and  if  the  coroner  determines  the  remains  are  not  subject  to  his  or  her  authority,  the  ERO 
in  consultation  with  the  archeological  consultant  shall  determine  if  additional  measures 
are  warranted.  Additional  measures  that  may  be  undertaken  include  additional 
archeological  testing  and/or  an  ADRP.  If  the  ERO  determines  that  the  human  remains 
could  be  adversely  affected  by  the  proposed  project,  at  the  discretion  of  the  project 
sponsor  either: 

A)  The  proposed  project  shall  be  re-designed  so  as  to  avoid  any  adverse  effect  on  the 
human  remains;  or 

B)  A data  recovery  program  shall  be  implemented,  unless  the  ERO  determines  that  the 
find  is  of  greater  interpretive  than  research  significance  and  that  interpretive  use  of 
the  find  is  feasible. 

Archeological  Data  Recovery  Program.  If  required  by  the  ERO,  the  archeological  data 
recovery  program  shall  be  conducted  in  accord  with  an  ADRP.  The  archeological 
consultant,  project  sponsor,  and  ERO  shall  meet  and  consult  on  the  scope  of  the  ADRP 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management 
CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 


CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau 
EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau 


ERO  = SF  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 
SFPUC  = San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


USFWS  = United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
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Cultural  ax 

d Paleontological  Resources  (cont.) 

CP-5 

(cont.) 

prior  to  preparation  of  a draft  ADRP.  The  archeological  consultant  shall  submit  a draft 
ADRP  to  the  ERO.  The  ADRP  shall  identify  how  the  proposed  data  recovery  program 
will  preserve  the  significant  information  the  archeological  resource  is  expected  to 
contain.  That  is,  the  ADRP  will  identify  what  scientific/historical  research  questions  are 
applicable  to  the  expected  resource,  what  data  classes  the  resource  is  expected  to  possess, 
and  how  the  expected  data  classes  would  address  the  applicable  research  questions.  Data 
recovery,  in  general,  should  be  limited  to  the  portions  of  the  historical  property  that 
could  be  adversely  affected  by  the  proposed  project.  Destructive  data  recovery  methods 
shall  not  be  applied  to  portions  of  the  archeological  resources  if  nondestructive  methods 
are  practical. 

The  scope  of  the  ADRP  shall  include  the  following  elements: 

• Field  Methods  and  Procedures.  Descriptions  of  proposed  field  strategies,  procedures, 
and  operations. 

• Cataloguing  and  Laboratory  Analysis.  Description  of  selected  cataloguing  system  and 
artifact  analysis  procedures. 

• Discard  and  Deaccession  Policy.  Description  of  and  rationale  for  field  and  post-field 
discard  and  deaccession  policies. 

• Interpretive  Program.  Consideration  of  an  on-site/off-site  public  interpretive  program 
during  the  course  of  the  ADRP. 

• Security  Measures.  Recommended  security  measures  to  protect  the  archeological 
resource  from  vandalism,  looting,  and  non-intentionally  damaging  activities 

• Final  Report.  Description  of  proposed  report  format  and  distribution  of  results. 

• Curation.  Description  of  the  procedures  and  recommendations  for  the  curation  of  any 
recovered  data  having  potential  research  value,  identification  of  appropriate  curation 
facilities,  and  a summary  of  the  accession  policies  of  the  curation  facilities. 

Final  Archeological  Resources  Report.  The  archeological  consultant  shall  submit  a Draft 
Final  Archeological  Resources  Report  (FARR)  to  the  ERO  that  evaluates  the  historical 
significance  of  any  discovered  archeological  resource  and  describes  the  archeological  and 
historical  research  methods  employed  in  the  archeological  testing/monitoring/data 
recovery  program(s)  undertaken.  Information  that  may  put  at  risk  any  archeological 
resource  shall  be  provided  in  a separate  removable  insert  within  the  final  report. 

Once  approved  by  the  ERO,  copies  of  the  FARR  shall  be  distributed  as  follows:  California 
Archaeological  Site  Survey  NWIC  shall  receive  one  (1)  copy  and  the  ERO  shall  receive  a 
copy  of  the  transmittal  of  the  FARR  to  the  NWIC.  The  Environmental  Planning  division 
of  the  Planning  Department  shall  receive  one  bound,  one  unbound  and  one  unlocked, 
searchable  PDF  copy  on  CD  of  the  FARR  along  with  copies  of  any  formal  site  recordation 
forms  (California  Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation  523  series)  and/or  documentation 
for  nomination  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places/Califomia  Register  of 
Historical  Resources.  In  instances  of  high  public  interest  in  or  the  high  interpretive  value 
of  the  resource,  the  ERO  may  require  a different  final  report  content,  format,  and 
distribution  than  that  presented  above. 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management 
CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 


CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau 
EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau 


ERO  = SF  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 
SFPUC  = San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


USFWS  = United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
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Cultural  an 

d Paleontological  Resources  (c 

ont.)  

C-CP 

The  proposed  project  could 
result  in  cumulatively 
considerable  impacts  related 
to  historical,  archaeological, 
or  paleontological  resources 
or  human  remains. 

Implement  Mitigation  Measures  M-CP-2  (Accidental  Discovery  of  Archeological 
Resources),  M-CP-3  (Accidental  Discovery  of  Paleontological  Resources),  M-CP-4 
(Accidental  Discovery  of  Unknown  Human  Remains),  and  M-CP-5  (Archeological 
Monitoring  Program). 

See  respective  mitigation  measures 

Air  Quality 

AQ-2 

The  proposed  project*  s 
construction  activities  would 
generate  fugitive  dust  and 
criteria  air  pollutants,  and 
could  violate  an  air  quality 
standard  or  contribute 
substantially  to  an  existing 
or  projected  air  quality 
violation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization. 

A.  Additional  Exhaust  Control  Measures.  In  addition  to  complying  with  the  Clean 
Construction  Ordinance  requirements  (use  of  biodiesel  fuel  grade  B20  or  higher,  and 
either  meets  or  exceeds  Tier  2 engines  or  operate  with  the  most  effective  VDECS  for  off- 
road equipment),  average  construction-related  NOx  emissions  from  all  overlapping 
project  components  shall  not  exceed  54  pounds  per  day.  The  construction  contract 
specifications  shall  require  the  contractor  to  submit  a comprehensive  inventory  of  all 
off-road  construction  equipment  greater  than  25  horsepower  and  operating  for  more 
than  20  total  hours  over  the  entire  duration  of  construction  activities.  The  inventory 
shall  include  each  vehicle's  license  plate  number,  horsepower  rating,  engine  production 
year,  and  projected  hours  of  use  or  fuel  throughput  for  each  piece  of  equipment.  The 
inventory  shall  demonstrate,  through  the  use  of  Tier  3 engines  (or  engines  retrofitted 
with  CARB  Level  3 Verified  Diesel  Emissions  Control  Strategy  ),  that  the  combined 
average  emissions  from  all  overlapping  project  components  shall  not  exceed  54  pounds 
per  day.  The  contractor  shall  update  the  inventory  and  submit  it  monthly  to  the  SFPUC 
throughout  the  duration  of  the  project. 

1)  SFPUC  EMB 

2)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 

1)  SFPUC  BEM 

2)  SFPUC  BEM/ 

1)  Ensure  all  appropriate  language  incorporated  into 
contract  documents 

2)  Monitor  to  ensure  that  contractor  implements  measures 
in  contract  documents  including  the  update  and 
monthly  submittal  of  comprehensive  inventories  to  the 
SFPUC  throughout  the  duration  of  the  project. 

1)  Design 

2)  Construction 

Biological 

Resources 

BI-1 

The  project  would 
potentially  have  a substantial 
adverse  effect,  either  directly 
or  through  habitat 
modifications,  on  species 
identified  as  candidate, 
sensitive,  or  special-status 
species  in  local  or  regional 
plans,  policies,  or 
regulations,  or  by  the  CDFW 
or  USFWS. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-la:  Nesting  Bird  Protection  Measures. 

Nesting  birds  and  their  nests  shall  be  protected  during  construction  by  use  of  the  following: 

• Conducting  vegetation  and  tree  removal  and  construction  activities  outside  the  bird 
nesting  season  (February  1 to  August  30),  to  the  extent  feasible. 

• If  construction  occurs  during  the  bird  nesting  season,  a qualified  wildlife  biologist 
would  conduct  preconstruction  surveys  within  seven  days  of  the  start  of  construction 
or  after  any  construction  breaks  of  14  days  or  more  to  identify  active  nests.  A nest  is 
defined  to  be  active  for  raptors  if  there  is  a pair  of  raptors  displaying  reproductive 
behavior  (Le.,  courting)  at  the  nest  and/or  if  the  nest  contains  eggs  or  chicks.  Surveys 
shall  be  performed  for  the  project  site  and  suitable  habitat  within  250  feet  of  the 
project  site  in  order  to  locate  any  active  passerine  nests  and  within  500  feet  of  the 
project  site  to  the  extent  access  is  granted  by  other  property  owners  to  locate  any 
active  raptor  (birds  of  prey)  nests  or  double-crested  cormorant  or  heron  rookeries. 

• If  active  nests  are  located  during  the  preconstruction  bird  nesting  survey,  the  wildlife 
biologist  shall  evaluate  if  the  schedule  of  construction  activities  could  affect  the  active 
nest  and  the  following  measures  shall  be  implemented  based  on  their  determination: 
1.  If  construction  is  not  likely  to  affect  the  active  nest,  it  may  proceed  without 

restriction;  however,  a biologist  shall  regularly  monitor  the  nest  to  confirm  there 
is  no  adverse  effect  and  may  revise  their  determination  at  any  time  during  the 
nesting  season.  In  this  case,  the  following  measure  would  apply. 

1)  SFPUC  EMB 

2)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Qualified  Biologist) 

3)  SFPUC  CMB 

1)  SFPUC  BEM 

2)  SFPUC  BEM 

3)  SFPUC  BEM 

1)  Ensure  that  requirements  related  to  nesting  bird 
protection  are  included  in  contract  documents. 

2)  Obtain  and  review  resume  or  other  documentation  of 
consulting  biologist's  qualifications.  Conduct  surveys  as 
required.  If  active  nests  are  located  during  survey, 
establish  buffer  zones,  consulting  with  USFWS/CDFW 
as  necessary,  and  monitor  regularly.  Document 
monitoring  activities  in  logs. 

3)  Monitor  to  ensure  that  contractor(s)  implements 
measures  in  contract  documents.  Report 
noncompliance,  and  ensure  corrective  action. 

1)  Design 

2)  Preconstruction  and 
Construction 

3)  Construction 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau 

CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau 
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Biological  Resources  (cont.) 

BI-1 

(cont.) 

2.  If  construction  may  affect  the  active  nest,  the  biologist  shall  establish  a no 
disturbance  buffer.  The  biologist  shall  determine  the  appropriate  buffer  taking 
into  account  the  species  involved,  the  presence  of  any  obstruction,  such  as  a 
building,  is  within  line-of-sight  between  the  nest  and  construction,  and  the  level 
of  project  and  ambient  activity  (i.e.  adjacent  to  a road  or  active  trail).  No 
disturbance  buffers  for  passerines  typically  vary  from  25  feet  and  greater  and  for 
raptors  from  300  feet  and  greater.  For  bird  species  that  are  federally  and/or  state- 
listed  sensitive  species  (i.e.,  threatened,  endangered,  fully  protected,  species  of 
special  concern),  an  SFPUC  representative,  supported  by  the  wildlife  biologist, 
shall  consult  with  the  USFWS  and/or  CDFW  regarding  nest  buffers. 

Removing  inactive  passerine  nests  may  occur  at  any  time.  Inactive  raptor  nests  shall 
not  be  removed  unless  approved  by  the  USFWS  and/or  CDFW. 

Removing  or  relocating  active  nests  shall  be  coordinated  by  the  SFPUC  representative 
with  the  USFWS/and  or  CDFW,  as  appropriate,  given  the  nests  that  are  found  on  the 
site. 

• Any  birds  that  begin  nesting  within  the  project  area  and  survey  buffers  amid 

construction  activities  are  assumed  to  be  habituated  to  construction- related  or  similar 
noise  and  disturbance  levels  and  no  work  exclusion  zones  shall  be  established  around 
active  nests  in  these  cases. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-lb:  Avoidance  and  Minimization  Measures  for  Special- 
Status  Bats. 

In  coordination  with  the  SFPUC,  a qualified  wildlife  biologist  shall  conduct 
preconstruction  special-status  bat  surveys  before  trees  and  structures  that  are  suitable  for 
bat  roosting  (i.e.,  excluding  temporary  trailers,  retaining  walls,  etc.)  are  removed.  If 
active  day  or  night  roosts  are  found,  the  wildlife  biologist  shall  take  actions  to  make  such 
roosts  unsuitable  habitat  before  trees  and  structures  are  removed.  A no-disturbance 
buffer  of  100  feet  shall  be  created  around  active  bat  roosts  being  used  for  maternity  or 
hibernation  purposes.  Bat  roosts  that  begin  during  construction  are  presumed  to  be 
unaffected,  and  no  buffer  would  be  necessary. 

1)  SFPUC  EMB 

2)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Qualified  Biologist) 

3)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 

1)  SFPUC  BEM 

2)  SFPUC  BEM 

3)  SFPUC  BEM 

1)  Ensure  that  contract  documents  include  applicable 
avoidance  and  minimization  measures. 

2)  Obtain  and  review  resume  or  other  documentation  of 
consulting  biologist's  qualifications.  Conduct  pre- 
construction survey.  If  roosts  are  found,  implement 
appropriate  measures.  Document  activities  in  monitoring 
logs. 

3)  Monitor  to  ensure  that  contractor(s)  implement  measures 
in  contract  documents.  Report  noncompliance,  and 
ensure  corrective  action. 

1)  Design 

2)  Preconstruction  and 
Construction 

3)  Construction 

Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-lc:  Avoidance  and  Minimization  Measures  for  California 
Red-Legged  Frog  and  Western  Pond  Turtle. 

During  construction  on  Route  35/Skyline  Boulevard,  at  the  Central  Pump  Station  site,  on 
the  pipeline  route  within  Golden  Park  near  aquatic  habitat,  and  during  use  of  the 
Harding  Road  and  Herbst  Road  staging  areas,  the  SFPUC  shall  ensure  a biological 
monitor  is  present  during  installation  of  exclusion  fencing  and  initial  vegetation  clearing 
and/or  grading,  and  shall  implement  the  following  measures: 

• Within  one  week  before  work  at  these  sites  begins  (including  demolition  and 

vegetation  removal),  a qualified  biologist  shall  supervise  the  installation  of  exclusion 
fencing  along  the  boundaries  of  the  work  area,  as  deemed  necessary  by  the  biologist, 
to  prevent  California  red-legged  frogs  and  western  pond  turtles  from  entering  the 
work  area.  The  construction  contractor  shall  install  suitable  fencing  with  a minimum 
height  of  3 feet  above  ground  surface  with  an  additional  4-6  inches  of  fence  material 
buried  for  unpaved  surfaces  and  sand-bagged  at  the  lower  edge  where  needed  for 
paved  surfaces  such  that  species  cannot  crawl  under  the  fence. 

1)  SFPUC  EMB 

2)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Biologist) 

3)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 
(Biologist) 

4)  SFPUC  CMB/BEM 

1)  SFPUC  BEM 

2)  SFPUC  BEM 

3)  SFPUC  BEM 

4)  SFPUC  BEM 

1)  Ensure  that  contract  documents  include  applicable 
avoidance  and  minimization  measures  for  California 
red-legged  frog,  western  pond  turtles,  including 
requirement  for  exclusion  fencings. 

2)  Develop  worker  training  program  and  ensure  that  all 
construction  personnel  participate  in  the  environmental 
training  prior  to  beginning  work  at  the  job  site(s). 
Require  workers  to  sign  the  training  program  sign-in 
sheet.  Maintain  file  of  training  sign-in  sheets. 

3)  Obtain  and  review  resume  or  other  documentation  of 
consulting  biologist's  qualifications.  Conduct 
preconstruction  surveys,  species  relocation  (if  it  is  not 
possible  for  the  species  to  move  out  of  the  project  area 
out  of  its  own  volition,  and,  in  the  case  of  an  identified 
red-legged  frog(s),  approved  by  the  USFWS  and/or 

1)  Design 

2)  Preconstruction  and 
Construction 

3)  Preconstruction  and 
Construction 

4)  Construction 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management 
CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 


CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau 
EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau 


ERO  = SF  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 
SFPUC  = San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


USFWS  = United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
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Biological 

Resources  (cont.) 

BI-1 

(cont.) 

• A qualified  biologist  shall  conduct  environmental  awareness  training  in  person  or  via 
video  for  all  construction  workers  prior  to  construction  workers  beginning  their  work 
efforts  on  the  project.  The  training  shall  include  information  on  species  identification, 
avoidance  measures  to  be  implemented  by  the  project,  and  the  regulatory 
requirements  and  penalties  for  noncompliance.  If  necessary,  the  content  shall  vary 
according  to  specific  construction  areas  (e.g.,  workers  on  city  streets  will  receive 
training  on  nesting  birds  but  not  on  California  red-legged  frog  identification). 

• A qualified  biologist  shall  survey  the  project  area  within  48  hours  before  the  onset  of 
initial  ground-disturbing  activities  and  shall  be  present  during  initial  vegetation 
clearing  and  ground-disturbing  activities.  The  biological  monitor  shall  monitor  the 
exclusion  fencing  weekly  to  confirm  proper  maintenance  and  inspect  for  frogs  and 
turtles.  If  California  red-legged  frogs  or  western  pond  turtles  are  found,  the  SFPUC 
shall  halt  construction  in  the  vicinity  that  poses  a threat  to  the  individual  as 
determined  by  the  qualified  biologist  If  possible,  the  individual  shall  be  allowed  to 
move  out  of  the  project  area  of  its  own  volition  (i.e.,  if  it  is  near  the  exclusion  fence 
that  can  be  temporarily  removed  to  let  it  pass).  For  western  pond  turtles,  a qualified 
biologist  shall  relocate  turtles  to  the  nearest  suitable  habitat.  For  California  red-legged 
frog,  a SFPUC  representative  shall.contact  the  USFWS  and/or  CDFW  for  instructions 
on  how  to  proceed.  Construction  shall  resume  after  the  individual  is  out  of  harm's 
way. 

During  project  activities,  excavations  deeper  than  6 inches  shall  be  covered  overnight 
or  an  escape  ramp  of  earth  or  a wooden  plank  at  a 3:1  rise  shall  be  installed;  openings 
such  as  pipes  where  California  red  legged  frogs  or  western  pond  turtles  might  seek 
refuge  shall  be  covered  when  not  in  use;  and  all  trash  that  may  attract  predators  or 
hide  California  red-legged  frogs  or  western  pond  turtles  shall  be  properly  contained 
on  a daily  basis,  removed  from  the  worksite,  and  disposed  of  regularly.  Following 
construction,  the  construction  contractor  shall  remove  all  trash  and  construction 
debris  from  work  areas. 

CDFW)  and  monitoring,  including  weekly  fence 
inspection.  Document  activities  in  monitoring  logs. 

4)  Monitor  to  ensure  that  contractor(s)  implements 
measures  in  contract  documents.  Report 
noncompliance,  and  ensure  corrective  action. 

C-BI-1 

The  project,  in  combination 
with  past,  present,  and 
reasonably  foreseeable 
future  projects  in  the 
vicinity,  could  result  in 
significant  cumulative 
impacts  on  biological 
resources. 

Implement  Mitigation  Measures  M-BI-la  (Nesting  Bird  Protection  Measures),  M-BI-lb 
(Avoidance  and  Minimization  Measures  for  Special- Status  Bats),  and  M-BI-lc  (Avoidance 
and  Minimization  Measures  for  California  Red-Legged  Frog  and  Western  Pond  Turtle). 

See  respective  mitigation  measures 

BEM  = (SFPUC)  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management 
CDFW  = California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 


CMB  = (SFPUC)  Construction  Management  Bureau 
EMB  = (SFPUC)  Engineering  Management  Bureau 


ERO  = SF  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 
SFPUC  = San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


USFWS  = United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
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San  Francisco 

/ Water  Power  Sewer 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  September  22,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPublisher.ohp7view  id=22 


General  Manager 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood  @ sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission's  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  timeframe  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planning.orq/index.aspx?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1 . Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 


3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  September  9,  2015. 


4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Early  Implementation  Projects  Overview 

c)  Wastewater  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Report 

d)  Water  Pipeline  Assessment 

e)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 


6.  Other  Commission  Business 


7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  CCA  Update  (Hale) 

b)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

8.  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  Update  (Kubick) 

9.  BAWSCA  Update  (Sandkulla) 


The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 


1 0.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
^ items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-110,  Analytical  and  Technical 
Support,  for  Replacement  of  Key  Energy  Service  Contracts  and  Agreements  with 
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Flynn  Resources  Consultants  Inc.,  to  provide  ongoing  analytical  and  technical 
support  to  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  the  management  and 
replacement  of  its  key  energy  service  agreements;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $749,000, 
for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $4,499,000,  and  with  a time 
extension  of  two  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years. 

(Hale) 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digestion 
Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements  with  Shimmick  Construction  Company  Inc., 
in  the  amount  of  $449,146,  with  a non-compensable  time  extension  of  60 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  two  months),  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  1 ,170  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  years  and  three 
months);  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to  approve  future 
modifications  to  the  contract  for  a not-to-exceed  total  revised  contract  amount  of 
$18,876,512,  if  appropriate.  (How) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-579,  North 
Point  Facility  Dewatering  Pump  Replacement  and  Electrical  Upgrade,  in  the 
amount  of  $849,750  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder, 
Anvil  Builders  Inc.,  to  repair  and  rehabilitate  the  existing  deficient  and  deteriorated 
wastewater  treatment  dewatering  mechanical  pumping  and  electrical  systems. 

(How) 

Approve  Modification  No.  2 to  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer 
Replacement,  with  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.,  to  account  for  the  difference  between  bid 
item  quantities  referenced  in  the  contract  and  actual  quantities  used  in  the 
replacement  work,  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  $21 1 ,941  for  a 

total  contract  amount  of  $3,91 3,741 . (How) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-609R, 
Holloway  Green  Street  Stormwater  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $5,591,892 
to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared 
Construction,  Inc.,  to  build  green  infrastructures,  replace  water  and  sewer 
pipelines,  and  perform  necessary  upgrades  across  nine  blocks  on  Holloway 
Avenue.  (How) 

Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  a letter  agreement  with  the  California  Water  Service  Company 

to  temporarily  wheel  up  to  1 (one)  million  gallons  of  emergency  water  supplies  per 
month  to  Skylonda  Mutual  Water  Company  over  a five  month  period  through 
February  29,  201 6.  (Ritchie) 


REGULAR  SESSION 

'Ti 

thI  1 . Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an  amendment  to  the  Memorandum 
of  Understanding  (MOU)  between  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
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and  the  SFPUC  regarding  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  utility  services  by 
extending  the  term  of  the  MOU  by  one  year  to  September  30,  2016,  subject  to 
all  other  existing  terms  and  conditions.  (Carlin) 

12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  amend  existing  authorization  for  Water 
Enterprise  revenue  bond  funding  to  include  the  use  of  grant  and  loan  financing, 
referenced  as  “State  Financing”,  from  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board, 

^ to  cost  effectively  finance  the  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project; 

-h  Authorize  the  reimbursement  of  associated  project  costs  from  State  Financing 
proceeds;  Direct  the  General  Manager  to  submit  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a 
proposed  Ordinance  authorizing:  (1 ) amendment  of  previously  authorized  Water 
Enterprise  debt  issuance  ordinance  to  include  State  Financing;  and  (2)  delegation 
of  authority  to  the  Commission  to  execute  an  “Installment  Sale  Agreement  and 
Grant”  for  State  Financing  for  the  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or 
his  designee,  to  negotiate  such  Installment  Sale  Agreements  and  associated 
amendments,  subject  to  additional  Commission  approval  of  the  terms  of  such 
Installment  Sale  Agreements  prior  to  execution  and  delivery.  (Sandler) 

13.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

14.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

i - (Howzell) 

Existing  Litigation 

-d  Alejandrino  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

7 US  District  Court,  Northern  District  of  California  Case  No.:  14-CV-02866JSC 
City  Attorney  Number:  141329/Date  Filed:  May  22,  2014 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (2)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Ambrose) 

Anticipated  Litigation  as  Defendant  (multiple  cases) 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

73  Existing  Litigation 

1 Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CGC-1 4-542-910 

•— i City  Attorney  No.:  150797/Date  Filed:  November  25,  2014 


18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139/Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER  15-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 


(Mueller) 


Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 

Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

26.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

27.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

28.  Other  new  business. 

29.  Adjournment. 
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San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SPECIAL  MEETING  NOTICE 


The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
will  have  a Special  Joint  Meeting  with  the 
San  Francisco  Local  Agency  Formation  Commission 

on 

Friday,  September  25,  2015 
to  discuss 

CleanPowerSF  Activities 


1:30  PM 
City  Hall 

Legislative  Chamber,  Room  250 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


The  detailed  meeting  agenda  will  be  posted  72  hours  prior  to  the  meeting 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 

Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.sfwater.org 
Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?view_id=22 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
13th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


San  Francisco 

Water 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


Minutes 

Tuesday,  September  22,  2015 

(As  Approved  on  October  13,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.ora 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

httD://sanfiancisco.aranicus.comA/iewF)ublisher.phD?view  id-22 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:39  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  September  9,  2015 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes  of  September  22,  2015: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Francisco  DaCosta  discussed  the  need  to  represent  the  Ohlone  people  and 
to  preserve  resources. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Early  Implementation  Projects  Overview 

c)  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE)  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP)  Quarterly 
Report 

Commissioner  Moran  expressed  appreciation  for  the  Triple  Bottom  Line 
information  contained  in  the  report. 

Vice  President  Vietor  asked  for  financial  information  on  the  Central  Bayside 
Project.  General  Manager  (GM)  Kelly  stated  staff  would  return  with  as  schedule 
and  financial  data. 

President  Caen  requested  comments  be  provided  as  to  why  WWE  CIP  projects 
are  running  late. 

President  Caen  asked  how  the  bio-retention  planters  work.  Ms.  Karen  Kubick, 
SSIP  Director,  provided  response. 

d)  Water  Pipeline  Assessment 

e)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  CCA  Update 
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GM  Kelly  Introduced  the  Item  and  Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  Assistant  General  Manager 
(AGM)  Power. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  proposed  program  objectives:  (1)  lead  with  affordable 
and  reliable  service;  (2)  develop  a cleaner  energy  supply;  and  (3)  develop  new 
infrastructure  and  create  local  jobs.  She  reviewed  the  current  implementation 
schedule  and  key  milestones,  and  discussed  assumptions  associated  with 
development  of  the  schedule.  She  noted  that  the  most  effective  supply  options 
will  require  commitments  over  the  $10M  threshold  and  will  require  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval.  She  stated  the  risk  assessment  has  grown  into  a business 
plan  for  the  CleanPowerSF  Program  and  it  will  be  reviewed  by  a third  party, 
which  will  take  additional  time.  She  discussed  the  new  timeline  which  will  delay 
launch  a matter  weeks. 

Ms.  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  VP  Vietor  regarding  the  Business  Plans 
(CleanPowerSF  and  Hetch  Hetchy).  GM  Kelly  provided  additional  comments. 

Ms.  Hale  provided  an  update  on  Regulatory  Activities:  (1)  Changes  to  PG&E 
rates  and  charges;  and  (2)  PG&E  Green  Tariff.  She  discussed  Legislative 
Activities  (SB350). 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  supply  efforts  and  discussed  the  two  product  offerings:  (1) 
Default  product  proposal  - greener  than  PG&E’s  basic  service;  and  (2)  Premium 
“Opt-Up”  product  proposal  - 100  percent  renewable  and  GHG-free  supply.  Ms. 
Hale  indicated  that  bids  were  requested  for  three  different  options.  Bid  Option  1: 
Firmed  and  Shaped  Energy;  Bid  Option  2:  Renewable  Energy;  and  Resource 
Adequacy  Capacity. 

She  discussed  the  bids  received  for  Options  1,  stating  that  six  bids  were 
received,  attractive  pricing  and  other  terms  are  being  evaluated,  and  three  firms 
have  been  short-listed.  She  indicated  that  for  Option  2,  52  bids  were  received 
and  are  under  evaluation.  She  noted  that  six  bids  were  received  for  Resource 
Adequacy  Capacity,  and  are  also  under  evaluation. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  evaluation  criteria:  (1)  qualification  and  experience;  (2) 
total  cost  of  bid  and  value;  (3)  project  viability;  and  (4)  resource  location  and 
portfolio  compatibility. 

Ms.  Hale  turned  the  presentation  over  to  Mr.  Tyrone  Jue,  Director  of 
Communications,  who  provided  an  enrollment  and  outreach  update.  He  began 
his  presentation  with  a CleanPowerSF  video. 

Mr.  Jue  discussed  the  power  of  choice  and  stated  that  the  priority  will  be  signing 
up  customers  for  the  “super  green”  option  prior  to  auto-enrollment  in  the  “green” 
product. 
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Director  Jue  discussed  the  outreach  plan  and  associated  enrollment  for  Phases  I 
and  II.  He  discussed  the  rationale  behind  the  phased  and  prioritized  enrollment 
process.  He  indicated  that  Phase  I will  begin  with  auto-enrollment  in  the 
Southeast,  while  Phase  II  will  auto-enroll  the  center  of  the  City.  He  noted  the 
Phase  I and  II  outreach  budgets;  discussed  targets;  other  green  pricing  program 
participation;  Green  Tariff  Program  projections;  and  CleanPowerSF  enrollment 
goals. 

Vice  President  Vietor  urged  acceleration  of  the  March  2016  projected  launch 
date.  GM  Kelly  provided  brief  response.  She  requested  outreach  start  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Commissioner  Kwon  thanked  staff  for  the  presentation  and  stated  his  support  for 
the  March  launch  date. 

Commissioner  Kwon  was  excused  from  the  meeting  at  2:32  PM. 

In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Moran,  Director  Jue  stated  that 
pre-enrollment  will  be  open  to  both  commercial  and  residential  customers. 
Commissioner  Moran  asked  additional  questions  on  the  opt-out  process,  to 
which  Mr.  Jue  provided  response.  Commissioner  Moran  asked  a follow-up  on 
tying  CleanPowerSF  product  offering  with  other  SFPUC  offerings,  such  as 
GoSolarSF.  GM  Kelly  and  Mr.  Jue  provided  response.  Commissioner  Moran 
discussed  access  to  customer  information,  and  customer  care  and  marketing. 

Mr.  Jue  thanked  his  team  for  their  work. 

In  response  to  a question  from  President  Caen  regarding  how  PG&E  customers 
will  be  won-over,  Mr.  Jue  indicated  that  outreach,  marketing,  networking  and 
building  a strong  foundation  will  help  with  program  success.  GM  Kelly  noted  that 
CleanPowerSF  will  lead  with  affordability  and  will  include  in-city  renewable. 

President  Caen  expressed  concern  with  the  Phase  I roll-out  in  Southeast  and  the 
opt-out  provision,  and  expressed  the  need  to  emphasize  affordability  and  the 
green  product.  GM  Kelly  provided  response. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  CleanEnergy  Advocates,  provided  comments  on 
marketing  and  the  Phase  I District  10  roll-out.  He  expressed  concerns  with 
program  launch  delays. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  discussed  the  marketing  plan;  energy  efficiency  with 
build-out;  and  timeline. 

• Mr.  Francisco  DaCosta  discussed  the  power  business  plan  and  outreach 
efforts. 
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b)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM  Water , provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed 
reservoir  storage  levels;  Cumulative  precipitation;  Weekly  total  deliveries;  Total 
system  water  savings;  Summary  of  hot  and  dry  weather  patterns  for  Hetch 
Hetchy;  El  Nino  effects;  and  State  Water  Board  regulatory  activities. 

AGM  Ritchie  responded  to  a question  from  President  Caen  regarding  recent 
State  Water  Board  water  rights  announcements. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

8.  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  (SSIP)  Update 

Ms.  Karen  Kubick,  SSIP  Director,  began  her  presentation  by  providing  a timeline  on 
Early  Implementation  Projects.  She  provided  an  update  on  the  program-wide  status, 
including  project  count  by  phase  and  expenditures,  and  discussed  the  Clean  Water 
State  Revolving  Fund. 

Director  Kupick  provided  a pre-construction  update  on  the  following:  SEP  New 
Headworks  Facility  Project;  Central  Bayside  Improvement  Project;  Biosolids 
Digesters  Facilities  Project;  Green  Infrastructure  Early  Implementation  Projects;  and 
Urban  Watershed  Assessment. 

Ms.  Kubick  continued  with  a construction  update  on  current  and  upcoming  projects; 
Local  workforce;  and  she  concluded  with  a discussion  of  stakeholder  enqaqement 
efforts. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  Ms.  Kubick  for  her  report.  He  expressed  the 
importance  for  emphasis  on  data  points  on  local  hire,  and  for  wages  going  into  the 
community.  He  requested  more  information  about  Green  Infrastructure  certification. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  BAWSCA  Update 

Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA,  provided  an  update  on  water  use  characterizes  in 
the  service  area:  July  per  capita  residential  water  use  was  lower  than  in  summer 
2014;  BAWSCA  agencies  exceeded  state  board  targets  through  July;  Bulk  of  water 
savings  must  be  achieves  in  summer  months;  and  through  2015,  BAWSCA  agencies 
achieved  57  percent  of  total  savings  requirement. 

Ms.  Sandkulla  provided  and  reviewed  a written  statement  for  the  record  about 
Mountain  Tunnel. 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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10.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-1 10,  Analytical  and  Technical 
Support,  for  Replacement  of  Kev  Energy  Service  Contracts  and  Agreements  with 
Flvnn  Resources  Consultants  Inc.,  to  provide  ongoing  analytical  and  technical 
support  to  the  SFPUC  for  the  management  and  replacement  of  its  key  energy 
service  agreements;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $749,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $4,499.000.  and  with  a time  extension  of  two  years,  for  a 
total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years.  (Resolution  15-0189) 

b)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  for  Contract 
No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digestion  Conversion  and 
Facility  Improvements  with  Shimmick  Construction  Company  Inc.,  in  the  amount 
of  $449,146,  with  a non-comoensable  time  extension  of  60  consecutive  calendar 
davs.  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1 ,1 70  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to  approve  future  modifications 
to  the  contract  for  a not-to-exceed  total  revised  contract  amount  of  $18,876,512,  if 
appropriate.  (Resolution  15-0190) 

c)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-579,  North 
Point  Facility  Dewatering  Pump  Replacement  and  Electrical  Upgrade,  in  the 
amount  of  $849.750  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder, 
Anvil  Builders  Inc.,  to  repair  and  rehabilitate  the  existing  deficient  and  deteriorated 
wastewater  treatment  dewatering  mechanical  pumping  and  electrical  systems. 
(Resolution  15-0191) 

d)  Approve  Modification  No.  2 to  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer 
Replacement,  with  Hartv  Pipelines.  Inc.,  to  account  for  the  difference  between  bid 
item  Quantities  referenced  in  the  contract  and  actual  quantities  used  in  the 
replacement  work,  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  $21 1 ,941  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $3,91 3,741 . (Resolution  15-0192) 

e)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-609R, 
Holloway  Green  Street  Stormwater  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $5,591 ,892  to 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared  Construction, 
Inc.,  to  build  green  infrastructures,  replace  water  and  sewer  pipelines,  and 
perform  necessary  upgrades  across  nine  blocks  on  Holloway  Avenue.  (Resolution 
15-0193) 

f)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute,  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  a letter  agreement  with  the  California  Water  Service  Company  to 
temporarily  wheel  up  to  one  million  gallons  of  emergency  water  supplies  per 
month  to  Skvlonda  Mutual  Water  Company  over  a five  month  period  through 
February  29,  2016.  (Resolution  15-0194) 
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On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  items  10a  through  lOf: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

11.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  between  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  and 
the  SFPUC  regarding  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  utility  services  by  extending 
the  term  of  the  MOU  by  one  year  to  September  30,  201 6,  subject  to  all  other 
existing  terms  and  conditions.  (Resolution  15-0195) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  1 1: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  amend  existing  authorization  for  Water 
Enterprise  revenue  bond  funding  to  include  the  use  of  grant  and  loan  financing, 
referenced  as  “State  Financing”,  from  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board, 
to  cost  effectively  finance  the  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project; 
Authorize  the  reimbursement  of  associated  project  costs  from  State  Financing 
proceeds;  Direct  the  General  Manager  to  submit  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a 
proposed  Ordinance  authorizing:  (1)  amendment  of  previously  authorized  Water 
Enterprise  debt  issuance  ordinance  to  include  State  Financing;  and  (2)  delegation 
of  authority  to  the  Commission  to  execute  an  “Installment  Sale  Agreement  and 
Grant”  for  State  Financing  for  the  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or 
his  designee,  to  negotiate  such  Installment  Sale  Agreements  and  associated 
amendments,  subject  to  additional  Commission  approval  of  the  terms  of  such 
Installment  Sale  Agreements  prior  to  execution  and  delivery.  (Resolution  15-0196) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  12: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  and  Moran 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items  15,  16,  17,  and  18,  and 
indicated  items  19  through  25  would  not  be  heard. 

13.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 
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14.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  and  Moran 
The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  3:29  PM. 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Aleiandrino  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

US  District  Court.  Northern  District  of  California  Case  No.:  14-CV-02866JSC 
City  Attorney  Number:  141329/Date  Filed:  May  22,  2014 
(Resolution  15-0197) 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (2)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 
Anticipated  Litigation  as  Defendant  (multiple  cases) 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Cal  State  Constructors.  Inc.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CGC-14-542-910 
City  Attorney  No.:  150797/Date  Filed:  November  25,  2014 
(Resolution  15-0198) 

18.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Fetch  Fetch v v.  City  and  Countv  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court.  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  1511 39/Date  Filed:  April  21 , 201 5 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
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Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)(1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23.  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

5205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water  and 
Power  Systems 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:08  PM. 
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26.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

President  Caen  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  item  15  and  17,  and 
that  no  other  action  was  taken. 

27.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 
On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  and  Moran 

28.  Other  new  business 
None. 

29.  Adjournment 

President  Caen  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:09  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0189 


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  10-0144,  this  Commission  awarded  Power 
Enterprise,  Operating  Budget-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-110,  Analytical  and  Technical  Support 
for  Replacement  of  Key  Energy  Service  Contracts  and  Agreements,  with  Flynn  Resources 
Consultants  Inc.  (Flynn),  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the 
amount  of  $3,750,000  and  with  a term  of  five  years,  concluding  on  October  3,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $749,000  and  two  additional  years, 
for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $4,499,000,  and  a total  agreement  duration  of 
seven  years,  in  order  to  provide  ongoing  analytical  and  technical  support  for  the  management 
and  replacement  of  the  SFPUC’ s key  energy  service  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub-consulting  goal  of  13%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been 
established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  the  Power  Enterprise  Operating 
Budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Power 
Enterprise,  Operating  Budget-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-110,  Analytical  and  Technical  Support 
for  Replacement  of  Key  Energy  Service  Contracts  and  Agreements,  with  Flynn,  and  authorizes 
the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by 
$749,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $4,499,000,  and  with  a time  extension 
of  two  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0190 


WHEREAS,  On  July  24,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0131,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP)  -funded 
Contract  No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  620  Digesters  Sequencing 
Batch  Reactor  (SBR)  Temperature  Phased  Anaerobic  Digestion  (TPAD)  Conversion  and  Facility 
Improvements,  to  Shimmick  Construction  Company  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  to  Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  30, 
2012; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $15,373,000  witha  contract  duration 
of  810  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Sections  6.22(H)(1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that  any 
cumulative  increases  in  the  contract  price  or  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original 
contract  price  or  duration  be  approved  by  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  continuously  encountered  the  need  for  extensive  corrosion 
repairs  to  digester  units  and  surrounding  structures,  modifications  to  new  boilers  for  regulatory 
compliance,  and  upgrades  to  an  electrical  controls  system  and  related  direct  costs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1-9  (Resolution  Nos.  14-0190  / 15-0047)  were  approved 
in  the  amount  of  $3,054,366  for  emergency  flare  repairs,  upgrades  of  the  mechanical  and 
electrical  system,  repairs  of  corroded  structural  supports  and  their  coatings,  and  repairs  of 
unforeseen  corrosion  work  to  make  the  digesters  compliant  with  API  regulations,  increasing  the 
total  contract  amount  to  $18,427,366  with  an  extension  of  the  contract  duration  by  300 
consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1,1 10  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $449,146  with 
a time  extension  of  60  consecutive  calendar  days  is  being  requested  for  a total  contract  duration 
of  1,170  consecutive  calendar  days,  subject  to  the  general  manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of 
modifications,  if  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
subcontracting  goal  of  14%  for  this  construction  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CENMSCIC39,  OSP  620  Digesters 
SBR  TPAD  Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
cost  contingency  for  the  WWE,  CIP  - funded  Contract  No.  WW-490,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  620  Digesters  SBR  TPAD  Conversion  and  Facility  Improvements,  in  the  amount 
of  $449,146  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of  $3,503,512  and  a time  extension  of  60 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  1,170  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider  and,  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  not- 
to-exceed  contract  amount  of  $18,876,512. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0191 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  - funded 
Contract  No.  WW-579,  North  Point  Facility  (NPF)  Dewatering  Pump  Replacement  and 
Electrical  Upgrade  was  advertised  on  June  1 1,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $1,000,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$800,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  repair  and  rehabilitate  the  existing  deficient  and 
deteriorated  wastewater  treatment  dewatering  mechanical  pumping  and  electrical  systems  at 
NPF;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  425  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project  No.  CWWRNRTF75,  North  Point  Facility  Dewatering  Pump 
Replacement  and  Electrical  Upgrade,  was  determined  not  to  be  a “project”  under  Guidelines 
Section  15378  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  because  there  would  be  no  physical 
change  to  the  environment;  and 

WHEREAS,  Five  (5)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  July  16,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  reviewed  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  and  this  review  resulted  in  the  selection  of  Anvil  Builders  Inc. 
as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
18%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  a LBE  participation  of  22.95%  with  its  bid 
submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRTF75,  NPF  Dewatering 
Pump  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  R&R  - funded  Contract  No.  WW-579,  North  Point  Facility  Dewatering  Pump 
Replacement  and  Electrical  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of  $ 849,750  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Anvil  Builders  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0192 


WHEREAS,  On  June  24,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0101,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program- funded 
Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  to  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  to  Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  25, 
2014; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $3,365,800  with  a contract  duration  of 
395  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)  (1)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  the  contract  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  be  approved  by  this 
Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  in  the  amount  of  $336,000  to  increase  the 
quantity  of  contract  bid  items  to  reflect  the  actual  quantities  required  during  construction, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $3,701,800;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  $211,941  to  account 
for  the  difference  between  bid  item  quantities  referenced  in  the  contract  and  actual  quantities 
used  in  the  replacement  work,  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  to  $3,913,741;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
subcontracting  goal  of  16%  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS97,  As-Needed  Main 
Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  2 to  WWE,  R&R 
Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  with  Harty 
Pipelines,  Inc.,  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  $211,941.21,  for  a total  contract  amount 
of  $3,913,741. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0193 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise,  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  (SSIP)  funded 
Contract  No.  WW-609R,  Holloway  Green  Street  Stormwater  Improvements  was  advertised  on 
July  30,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $6,376,700  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$5,797,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  build  green  infrastructure  and  perform 
necessary  upgrades  to  nine  blocks  of  Holloway  Avenue;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  545  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project  No.  CWWSIPFCDB03,  Holloway  Green  Street  Stormwater 
Improvements,  was  determined  to  be  categorically  exempt  under  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15301,  Class  1 (Existing  Facilities)  Categorical 
Exemption  on  March  6,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  19,  2015,  a statutory  exemption  was  requested  for  the  proposed 
sewer  pipeline  replacement  under  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080.21  (pipeline  less  than 
one  mile  in  length).  The  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer  concurred  with 
said  statutory  exemption  request;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  4,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  issued  a categorical  exemption 
determination  under  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15302,  Class  2 (Replacement  or  Reconstruction) 
for  the  proposed  water  main  replacement  along  Holloway  Avenue  under  Planning  Department 
Case  Number  2015-009610ENV;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  (2)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  13,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  M Squared  Construction,  Inc. 
as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  11.00%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  11.37%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWSIPFCDB03,  Holloway  Green 
Street  Stormwater  Improvements,  SFWD  Project  Index  WTRX5WAAAACP,  and  WWE  R&R 
Project  Index  CWWRNRCSE1;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  Wastewater  Enterprise,  SSIP  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-609R,  Holloway  Green 
Street  Stormwater  Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $5,591,892  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared  Construction,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0194 


WHEREAS,  Skylonda  Mutual  Water  Company  (Skylonda)  operates  a small  community 
water  system  adjacent  to  the  California  Water  Service  Company’s  Bear  Gulch  District  in  western 
San  Mateo  County;  and 

WHEREAS,  California  Water  Service  Company  is  a wholesale  water  customer  of  the 
SFPUC,  and  local  source  water  for  the  Skylonda  system  (surface  and  groundwater)  is 
unavailable  due  to  the  extended  drought;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  16,  2015  Skylonda  reported  a water  supply  emergency  and 
requested  approximately  1 (one)  million  gallons  per  month  of  emergency  water  supply  aid  from 
the  San  Mateo  County  Office  of  Emergency  Services;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  emergency  supply  is  expected  to  be  needed  as  early  as  October  2015 
through  February  29,  2016;  and 

WHEREAS,  Skylonda  customers  have  achieved  significant  levels  of  water  conservation 
to  minimize  the  need  for  alternative  water  supplies;  and 

WHEREAS,  After  reviewing  the  request  and  other  alternatives,  the  County  requested 
emergency  aid  from  the  SFPUC  in  August  2015  as  the  nearest  viable  water  supply  provider;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  only  option  available  to  Skylonda  is  for  the  SFPUC  to  wheel  the 
emergency  supplies  from  the  Regional  Water  System  to  Skylonda  through  the  California  Water 
Service  Company’s  Bear  Gulch  District;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Water  Service  Company  will  enter  into  a separate  wheeling 
agreement  with  Skylonda;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  temporary  emergency  supply  of  water  to  Skylonda  is  exempt  from 
requirements  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (Public  Resources  Code  §§21000  et 
seq.)  under  Public  Resources  Code  § 21080(b)(4)  as  a specific  action  necessary  to  prevent  or 
mitigate  the  emergency  described  in  a letter  from  the  San  Mateo  County  Office  of  Emergency 
Services  dated  August  25,  2015.  The  SFPUC  requested  concurrence  with  a determination  that 
approval  of  the  emergency  water  wheeling  agreement  would  be  exempt  under  the  Code  Sections 
cited  above.  On  September  17,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  Environmental  Review  Officer 
concurred  with  the  determination  under  Planning  Department  Case  Number  2015-012382ENV; 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  parties  desire  to  enter  into  this  Emergency  Water  Wheeling  Agreement 
to  ensure  clear  delineation  of  responsibilities  regarding  (1)  the  terms  and  conditions  for 
emergency  water  wheeling;  (2)  recovery  of  Regional  Water  System  operating  expenses  and 
capital  costs  from  Skylonda  through  payment  for  transfer  water  at  the  wholesale  rate  authorized 
by  the  SFPUC  for  FY  2015-16;  and  (3)  the  fair  allocation  of  costs  and  revenues  associated  with 
the  transfer  between  the  SFPUC’s  retail  and  wholesale  customers,  therefore  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to 
negotiate  and  execute  the  Emergency  Water  Wheeling  Agreement  between  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  California  Water  Service  Company  substantially  in  the  form 
of  the  September  14,  2015  draft  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0195 


WHEREAS,  In  1997,  when  the  U.S.  Department  of  Defense  closed  the  Naval  Station 
Treasure  Island  (NSTI),  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  entered  into  a Base 
Caretaker  Cooperative  Agreement  with  the  U.S.  Navy;  and 

WHEREAS,  Per  the  Cooperative  Agreement,  the  City,  acting  through  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  (TIDA),  agreed  to  provide  caretaker  services  through  conveyance  of 
NSTI  to  the  City,  while  the  U.S.  Navy  retained  infrastructure  ownership;  and 

WHEREAS,  Caretaker  responsibilities  generally  include  (1)  operation  and  maintenance 
(O&M)  services  for  all  the  existing  utility  systems  on  Treasure  Island/Yerba  Buena  Island 
(TI/YBI),  (2)  grounds  and  street  maintenance  and  repair,  (3)  property  management,  and  (4) 
public  health,  security,  and  safety  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  TIDA  sets  rates  and  charges  for  certain  caretaker  services  through  its 
subleases  and  other  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  been 
providing  O&M  services  for  water,  wastewater,  electric  and  gas  existing  utility  systems  on 
TI/YBI  since  1997  as  requested  by  the  City  and  TIDA;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  2013,  TIDA  and  SFPUC  entered  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding 
(the  "Memorandum  of  Understanding")  with  a term  of  twelve  months,  subject  to  extension,  to 
memorialize  the  terms  and  conditions  of  performance  by  the  SFPUC  of  certain  defined  utility 
services  consistent  with  the  Cooperative  Agreement  and  past  practice;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  July  2,  2014,  TIDA  and  the  Navy  entered  into  an  Economic 
Development  Conveyance  Memorandum  of  Agreement  (the  "EDC  MOA")  which  established 
schedule  and  terms  of  conveyance  of  NSTI  to  TIDA;  and 

WHEREAS,  THE  EDC  MOA  included  as  an  Exhibit  a Utilities  Agreement  addressing 
utility-specific  matters  arising  out  of  the  transfer  of  property  and  infrastructure  from  the  Navy  to 
TIDA;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  September  23,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0151,  this  Commission 
approved  an  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  extending  the  term  for 
an  additional  twelve  months  and  recognizing  the  execution  of  the  EDC  MOA  and  Utilities 
Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Both  parties  now  wish  to  extend  the  term  of  the  MOU  for  an  additional 
year,  consistent  with  all  other  Terms  and  Conditions  of  the  MOU;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  an  amendment  to  the  MOU  between  the  T1DA 
and  the  SFPUC  regarding  NSTI  utility  services,  extending  the  term  to  September  30,  2016, 
subject  to  all  other  existing  terms  and  conditions. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0196 


WHEREAS,  On  November  5,  2002,  the  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(the  “City”)  approved  Proposition  E,  codified  as  Article  VIIIB  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  (the 
“Charter”),  which  among  other  things,  authorized  the  Commission  to  issue  revenue  bonds, 
including  notes,  commercial  paper  or  other  forms  of  indebtedness,  when  authorized  by  ordinance 
approved  by  a two-thirds  vote  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  for  the  purpose  of  reconstructing, 
replacing,  expanding,  repairing  or  improving  water  facilities  or  clean  water  facilities,  or 
combinations  of  water  and  clean  water  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  8B.124  of  the  Charter  approval  of  any  bonds  or  other 
forms  of  indebtedness  thereunder  is  additionally  subject  to  the  provision  of  certain  certifications 
of  an  independent  engineer  retained  by  the  Commission  and  certain  certifications  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department,  which  certifications  shall  make  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  in  Section  8B.124,  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  20,  2010,  the  Board  adopted  Ordinance  No.  89-10  to  approve, 
among  other  things,  the  issuance  and  sale  of  water  revenue  bonds  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
Proposition  E of  2002,  in  a principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $1,737,724,038,  to  finance,  among 
other  things,  WSIP  Projects  and  other  associated  financing  costs,  which  ordinance  became 
effective  on  May  30,  2010  (the  “2010  Ordinance”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  and  desirable  to  acquire 
and/or  construct  additional  capital  facilities  of  the  Water  Enterprise,  including  the  San  Francisco 
Westside  Recycled  Water  Project  (Water  Enterprise  Project  No.  CUW30201)  (collectively  the 
“Improvements”),  and,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors’  authorization,  has  further  determined  to 
finance  the  costs  of  the  Improvements  through  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  State  Revolving 
Fund  Loans  secured  by  one  or  more  Installment  Sale  Agreements  and  Grant,  to  be  entered  into 
with  the  State  of  California  Water  Resources  Control  Board  under  the  Clean  Water  State 
Revolving  Fund  (referred  to  herein  as  the  “Installment  Sale  Agreements”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  to  seek  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of 
an  amendment  of  the  provisions  of  the  2010  Ordinance  to  authorize,  in  addition  to  the  issuance 
of  Water  Revenue  Bonds,  the  execution  and  delivery  of  one  or  more  Installment  Sale 
Agreements  in  connection  with  financing  the  costs  of  the  Improvements  and  costs  of  issuance 
and  other  incidental  costs  related  thereto  (the  “Supplemental  Ordinance”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Installment  Sale  Agreements  are  payable  from  a pledge  of  Net 
Revenues  of  the  Water  Enterprise  on  a parity  lien  basis  with  the  outstanding  Bonds  of  the  Water 
Enterprise,  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  that  certain  Indenture  dated  as  of  January  1,  2003,  as 
amended  and  supplemented  (the  “Indenture”),  between  the  Commission  and  U.  S.  Bank  National 
Association;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  now  desires  to  authorize  the  use  of  Installment  Sale 
Agreements,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  authorization  as  required  by  Section  8B.124  of  the 
Charter  (as  further  described  below)  and  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  execution  and  delivery 
from  time  to  time  of  one  or  more  such  Agreements  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  said  Section 
8B.  124; and 


WHEREAS,  On  September  3,  2015,  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  certified 
the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Report  (FEIR),  Planning  Department  Case  Number  2008.009 IE, 
by  its  Motion  No.  M- 19422  and  adopted  the  required  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
(CEQA)  Findings,  including  a Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  and  the  Mitigation 
Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  under  Motion  Number  M- 19443;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  September  8,  2015,  this  Commission  adopted  the  required  CEQA 
Findings,  including  the  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  and  the  MMRP  under 
Resolution  No.  15-0187;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  may  fund  the  Improvements  with 
loans,  bonds  or  other  indebtedness,  the  interest  upon  which  is  excluded  from  gross  income  for 
federal  income  tax  purposes,  (the  “Obligations”  or  alternatively  referred  to  as  the  Installment 
Sales  Agreements)  in  an  amount  to  finance  all  or  a portion  of  the  Improvements,  including  San 
Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  that  the  moneys  advanced  and  to  be 
advanced  to  pay  certain  expenditures  (“Expenditures”)  of  the  Improvements  are  or  will  be 
available  only  for  a temporary  period  and  it  is  necessary  to  reimburse  all  such  expenditures  made 
no  earlier  than  60  days  prior  to  the  date  hereof  with  respect  to  the  Project  from  proceeds  of  the 
Obligations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  1.150-2  of  the  Treasury  Regulations  requires  the  Commission  to 
declare  its  reasonable  official  intent  to  reimburse  prior  expenditures  for  the  Improvements  with 
proceeds  of  the  Obligations;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  As  follows: 

Section  1.  Authorization  to  Enter  Into  Installment  Sale  Agreements.  The  Commission 
hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the  General  Manager  (or  designee)  to  enter  into  one  or  more 
Installment  Sale  Agreements  with  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  pursuant  to  Section 
8B.  124  of  the  Charter,  or  to  accept  grants,  to  finance  a portion  of  the  design,  acquisition  and 
construction  of  the  Improvements  (including  the  costs  of  issuance  for  such  obligations)  and  other 
incidental  costs  relating  thereto;  and  the  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  (or 
designee)  to  execute  and  deliver  such  Installment  Sale  Agreements  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  Section  8B.  124  of  the  Charter  to  finance  all  or  a portion  of  the 
Improvements,  including  the  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  provided  such 
Installment  Sale  Agreements,  together  with  the  issuance  of  Water  Revenue  Bonds  under 
Ordinance  No.  89-10  and  the  proposed  Supplemental  Ordinance,  do  not  exceed  $1,737,724,038, 
and  such  Installment  Sale  Agreements  do  not  exceed  the  maximum  rate  or  rates  of  interest  of 
twelve  percent  (12%)  per  annum  and  shall  not  exceed  a term  of  thirty  (30)  years  from  the  date  of 
the  execution  of  any  Installment  Sale  Agreement,  or  such  later  date  as  provided  in  such  contract; 
and  further  provided  that  the  General  Manager  (or  his  designee)  shall  present  the  terms  of  any 
Installment  Sale  Agreements  to  this  Commission  for  its  approval  prior  to  execution  and  delivery. 
The  General  Manager  (or  his  designee)  is  hereby  authorized  to  determine  the  timing,  amount  and 
manner  of  each  Installment  Sale  Agreement  executed  pursuant  to  and  subject  to  this 
authorization;  provided  however,  the  Commission’s  authorization  to  enter  into  any  Installment 
Sale  Agreements  is  subject  to  the  Commission  having  obtained  supplemental  budgetary  authority 
to  cover  such  agreements.  The  Installment  Sale  Agreements  are  payable  from  a pledge  of  the 
Net  Revenues  of  the  Water  Enterprise  on  a parity  lien  basis  with  the  payment  of  any  outstanding 
Bonds  of  the  Water  Enterprise,  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  that  certain  Indenture  dated  as  of 


January  1,  2003,  as  amended  and  supplemented  (the  “Indenture”),  between  the  Commission  and 
U.  S.  Bank  National  Association. 

Section  2.  The  Commission  adopts  this  Resolution  for  purposes  of  establishing 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  1.150-2  of  the  Treasury  Regulations. 

Section  3.  The  Commission  hereby  declares  its  official  intent,  pursuant  to  Section  1.150- 
2 of  the  Treasury  Regulations,  to  use  proceeds  of  the  Installment  Sale  Agreements  to  reimburse 
the  Expenditures  incurred  in  connection  with  the  Improvements. 

Section  4.  The  Commission  reasonably  expects  the  maximum  principal  amount  of  the 
Installment  Sale  Agreements  to  be  issued  for  the  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project 
to  finance  will  not  exceed  $188,128,710. 

Section  5.  Reimbursement.  This  Resolution  is  being  adopted  no  later  than  60  days  after 
the  date  the  Commission  will  expend  moneys  for  the  construction  of  a portion  of  the 
Improvements  cost  expected  to  be  reimbursed  with  Capital  Project  Funds.  Each  Expenditure 
will  be  either  (a)  of  a type  properly  chargeable  to  a capital  account  under  general  federal  income 
tax  principles  (determined  in  each  case  as  of  the  date  of  the  Expenditure),  (b)  a cost  of  issuance 
with  respect  to  the  Obligations,  (c)  a non-recurring  item  that  is  not  customarily  payable  from 
current  revenues,  or  (d)  a grant  to  a party  that  is  not  related  to  or  an  agent  of  the  Commission  so 
long  as  such  grant  does  not  impose  any  obligation  or  condition  (directly  or  indirectly)  to  repay 
any  amount  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  Commission. 

Section  6.  General  Authority.  Subject  to  the  conditions  and  limitations  contained  in  this 
Resolution,  the  General  Manger,  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Operating  Officer  and 
the  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Business  Services  and  Chief  Financial  Officer  and  their  duly 
authorized  deputies  and  agents  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  jointly  and  severally,  to  take 
such  actions  and  to  execute  and  deliver  such  certificates,  agreements,  requests  or  other 
documents,  as  they  may  deem  necessary  or  desirable  to  facilitate  the  execution  and  delivery  of 
any  Installment  Sale  Agreements,  to  obtain  title  and  other  insurance  with  respect  to  the  facilities 
to  be  financed,  and  otherwise  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Resolution.  Any  such  actions  are 
solely  intended  to  further  the  purposes  of  the  Resolution,  and  are  subject  in  all  respects  to  the 
terms  of  the  Resolution,  and  any  such  action  cannot  increase  the  risk  to  the  Commission,  and  that 
such  official  shall  consult  with  the  City  Attorney  prior  to  execution  and  provided  that  within  30 
days  of  the  documents  approved  by  this  Resolution  being  executed  by  all  parties,  such  final 
documents  (showing  marked  changes,  if  any)  shall  be  provided  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  for 
inclusion  in  the  official  file,  together  with  a brief  explanation  of  any  changes  from  the  date  of  the 
adoption  of  this  Resolution. 

Section  7.  Request  Supplemental  Ordinance  to  Add  to  2010  Ordinance;  Submittal  to 
Board  for  Approval.  The  General  Manager,  for,  in  the  name  of  and  on  behalf  of  the  Commission, 
is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  a proposed  Supplemental  Ordinance  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  its  approval  to  add  to  the  2010  Ordinance  the  authorization  to 
provide  for  the  negotiation,  execution  and  delivery  of  Installment  Sales  Agreements  for 
Improvements,  including  the  San  Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project,  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Charter. 


Section  8.  Ratification.  That  all  actions  authorized  and  directed  by  this  Resolution  and 
heretofore  taken  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and  confirmed  by  this  Commission. 

Effective  Date.  This  resolution  shall  take  effect  from  and  after  its  adoption. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  September  22,  2015. 


S _ mission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  public  utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 


Special  Joint  Meeting 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

with  the 

Local  Agency  Formation  Commission 


Friday,  September  25,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

City  Hall 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
Legislative  Chamber,  Room  250 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Anson  Moran 
Ike  Kwon 

Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-31 65. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 
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For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  250,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761,  or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


±30®*  (415)  554-93fl#a»IBlhood(asfwater.orgl 

HfflDonna  HoodfUL 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  "Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  ‘‘Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code")  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
de  comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas 
antes  de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardfas  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(41 5)  252-31 1 2;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.org/index.aspx?paqe=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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Minutes 

(As  Approved  on  October  13,  2015) 


SPECIAL  JOINT  MEETING 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

with  the 

Local  Agency  Formation  Commission 


1 ■ Call  to  Order 

LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:40  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

LAFCo  Secretary  Somera  read  LAFCo  roll  call ; quorum  present. 

SFPUC  Secretary  Flood  read  the  SFPUC  roll  call: 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Moran,  and  Kwon 

3.  Opening  remarks  and  discussion  of  expectations  for  the  Joint  Meeting 
LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  provided  introductory  comment  and  discussed  the  timeline 
changes.  He  noted  the  progress  that  has  been  made , urged  movement,  and  discussed 
the  need  for  swift  contract  approval. 

SFPUC  President  Caen  thanked  LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  for  LAFCo’s  partnership  on 
CleanPowerSF.  She  thanked  the  SFPUC  Commission,  staff , and  the  advocates  for  their 
work.  She  discussed  progress  made,  and  indicated  that  the  SFPUC  looks  forward  to  the 
programs  launch. 

SFPUC  Commissioner  Courtney  arrived  at  1:54  PM. 

Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Andrew  Yip  discussed  the  need  for  computer  use  with  CleanPowerSF. 

4.  CleanPowerSF  Activities  Report 

Mr.  Harlan  Kelly,  Jr.,  SFPUC  General  Manager  (GM)  discussed  the  progress  made  on 
the  program,  including  RFO  and  outreach  efforts.  He  encouraged  early  notification  sign- 
up. 

a.  Status  Update  on  CleanPowerSF  Program  - Power  purchasing  activities  and 
timeline  for  Program  launch 

b.  Status  update  on  proceedings  at  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission 

c.  Status  update  on  State  legislation 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Power,  described  the 
progress  made  on  the  program  and  indicated  that  over  200  people  have  enrolled. 
She  noted  the  proposed  program  objectives:  (1)  Lead  with  affordable  and  reliable 
service:  (2)  Develop  a cleaner  energy  supply:  and  (3)  Develop  new  infrastructure 
and  create  local  jobs. 

AGM  Hale  provided  a brief  review  of  regulatory  activities:  (1)  Changes  to  PG&E 
rates  and  charges ; and  (2)  PG&E  Green  Tariff.  She  then  discussed  Legislative 
activities  (SB  350). 
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Ms.  Hale  reviewed  the  supply  efforts:  (1)  Default  Product  Proposal  (greener  than 
PG&E's  basic  service );  and  Premium  (“opt-up”)  Product  Proposal  (100  percent 
renewable  and  GHG-free  supply). 

AGM  Hale  described  the  (supply)  products:  (1)  Bid  Option  1 - Firmed  and  Shaped 
Energy;  (2)  Bid  Option  2 - Renewable  Energy;  and  (3)  Resource  Adequacy 
Capacity. 

Ms.  Hale  provided  additional  detail  for  each  option,  noting  number  of  bids  received, 
describing  the  evaluation  criteria,  and  review  process.  She  indicated  the  SFPUC  is 
building  a balanced,  viable  portfolio  and  will  consider  criteria,  including  but  not 
limited  to:  (1)  Evaluation  and  experience:  (2)  Total  cost  of  bid  and  value:  (3)  Project 
viability ; and  (4)  Resource  location  and  portfolio  compatibility.  She  indicated  that 
some  of  the  bids  are  over  the  $5M  procurement  policy  authority  and  cap,  and  above 
the  $10M  Charter  authority,  and  will  require  Board  of  Supervisor  (BOS)  approval, 
which  will  take  additional  time. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  Implementation  Schedule  and  Key  Milestone  timeline.  She 
noted  that  due  to  the  volume  of  bids,  the  rigorous  risk  assessment  process,  and  the 
need  for  a more  full  business  plan,  there  will  be  delays  in  the  schedule  associated 
with  contract  review  at  the  BOS,  and  ensuring  the  Commission  has  adequate  risk 
assessment  prior  to  contract  approval.  She  indicated  there  could  be  a six  week 
delay  in  the  program  launch,  and  emphasized  that  staff  is  looking  at  ways  to  dual- 
track activities,  and  detailed  possible  options. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  LAFCo  Commissioner  Campos  on  the 
reasons  for  the  delay  in  the  Implementation  Schedule.  GM  Kelly  noted  additional 
delay  challenges;  including  ensuring  bidders  meet  City  requirements,  which  is 
taking  additional  time.  Discussion  ensued  on  how  to  expedite  items  at  the  BOS. 
Additional  discussion  took  place  on  how  the  need  for  a business  plan  was 
determined. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Campos  asked  if  other  issues  are  anticipated  that  will  delay 
launch.  Mr.  Jason  Fried,  Executive  Officer,  LAFCo,  provided  response.  He 
encouraged  dual-tracking  where  possible.  Discussion  ensued  on  scheduling.  Ms. 
Hale  thanked  her  staff  for  their  work. 

SFPUC  Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  encouraged  an  aggressive  timeline  and 
expressed  pleasure  with  the  number  of  bids  received.  She  requested  that  an 
updated  timeline  be  provided  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  Eric  Sandler,  SFPUC  CFO,  responded  to  a request  from  VP  Vietor  for  a 
financial  perspective  on  how  quickly  the  business  plan  can  be  completed. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Breed  expressed  disappointment  with  the  delay  in  the 
Implementation  Schedule  and  offered  assistance  from  the  BOS  to  move  approvals 
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along.  She  encouraged  that  items  be  moved  quickly  to  meet  deadlines.  GM  Kelly 
described  the  unexpected  challenges  which  are  resulting  in  delays.  He  stated  that 
staff  is  moving  quickly.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a request  from  Commissioner  Breed  to  provide  clarity  on 
the  contract  approval  and  business  plan  processes.  Ms.  Noreen  Ambrose,  City 
Attorney,  provided  response  on  City  requirements  for  contract  approval. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Undo  asked  about  potential  savings  from  the  contract 
procurement.  AGM  Hale  provided  response  to  this  question,  as  well  as  a follow-up 
question  regarding  the  business  plan.  Commissioner  Undo  requested  a timeline  for 
business  plan  completion.  GM  Kelly  stated  staff  will  work  with  LAFCo  on  dual- 
tracking, and  will  expedite  items  where  possible. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Crews  thanked  staff  for  their  work.  She  echoed  concerns 
from  others  regarding  program  delays.  CFO  Sandler  responded  to  a question  from 
Commissioner  Crews  regarding  the  risk  assessment  organization  of  the  SFPUC 
and  asked  him  to  describe  the  risk  analysis  that  is  conducted,  including  for 
CleanPowerSF.  GM  Kelly  and  AGM  Hale  provided  additional  response  on  risk 
analysis,  the  business  plan,  and  the  timeline. 

SFPUC  Commissioner  Kwon,  thanked  staff  for  their  work.  He  encouraged  the 
public  to  sign-up  for  the  program  now. 

d.  CleanPowerSF  enrollment  and  outreach  plans 

Mr.  Tyrone  Jue,  SFPUC  Communications  Director,  played  a video  describing  the 
CleanPowerSF  Program.  He  then  provided  an  update  on  the  enrollment  and 
outreach  strategy.  He  reviewed  the  program  choices:  (Super  Green  100  percent 
renewable:  (Green  33-50  percent  renewable);  or  Opt-out.  He  described  the  goals  of 
the  Super  Green  and  Green  options. 

SFPUC  Commissioner  Vietor  was  excused  from  the  meeting  at  2:52  PM. 

Director  Jue  described  the  outreach  plan  and  associated  enrollment  for  Phases  I 
and  II.  He  discussed  the  rationale  behind  the  phased  and  prioritized  enrollment 
process.  He  indicated  that  Phase  I will  begin  with  auto-enrollment  in  the  Southeast , 
and  Phase  II  will  auto-enroll  the  center  of  the  City.  He  noted  the  Phase  I and  II 
outreach  budgets:  discussed  targets;  other  green  pricing  program  participation; 
Green  Tariff  Program  projections;  and  CleanPowerSF  enrollment  goals.  GM  Kelly 
provided  additional  response  on  enrollment  efforts  especially  for  the  Super  Green 
product. 

Mr.  Jue  provided  a response  to  a question  from  Chair  Avalos  to  explain  the  Phase  I 
strategy  of  enrolling  the  Southeast  sector,  which  includes  commercial  and 
residential  customers.  GM  Kelly  provided  additional  response. 
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Mr.  Fried  provided  an  update  on  SB  350  and  AB  1 1 10.  He  thanked  SFPUC  staff  for 
their  hard  work. 


Public  Comment 

• Mr  Andrew  Yip  discussed  items  of  concern. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Clean  Energy  Advocates,  requested  that  LAFCo  discuss  the 
marketing  plan.  He  offered  thoughts  on  the  business  plan  and  timeline. 

• Ms.  Imani  C.  Davis  discussed  the  need  for  CleanPowerSF,  the  need  for 
affordability,  and  urged  movement. 

• Ms.  Tess  (inaudible)  urged  movement.  She  discussed  the  business  plan,  bid 
process,  contract  approval,  and  risk  assessment. 

• Mr.  John  Anderson,  350  SF,  thanked  staff  for  their  work.  He  encouraged  dual- 
tracking and  expressed  concern  with  the  need  for  a business  plan.  He 
encouraged  swift  movement. 

• Ms.  Rebecca  Evans  encouraged  dual-tracking  and  quick  action. 

• Mr  David  Mccoard,  Sierra  Club  Bay  Chapter,  stated  it  is  time  to  move. 

• Jed  Holtzman,  350  SF,  expressed  concern  with  launch  delay  and  risk 
assessment  plan.  He  discussed  competition  with  PG&E’s  program. 

• Ms.  Sara  Greenwald,  350  SF,  discussed  the  timeline  and  PG&E  competition. 

• Karen  Babbit,  Sierra  Club,  echoed  other  speakers’  comments.  She  expressed 
concern  with  PG&E.  She  asked  if  the  business  plan  and  risk  assessment  could 
be  just  for  the  30  megawatt  start-up. 

• Ms.  Christina  Pappas,  SF  League  of  Conservation  Voters,  expressed  support  for 
others'  comments  and  concern  with  the  delays. 

LAFCo  Commissioner  Crews  thanked  Mr.  Holtzman  for  his  comments.  She  asked  if 
the  risk  assessment  could  be  done  for  just  the  30  megawatt  program.  GM  Kelly 
provided  response. 

SFPUC  Commissioner  Moran  was  excused  from  the  meeting  at  3:32  PM. 

GM  Kelly  responded  to  a question  from  LAFCo  Commissioner  Breed  for  clarity  on 
implementing  two  options  while  analyzing  a third.  Discussion  ensued. 

LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  discussed  the  timeline  and  requested  a clearer  launch  timeline 
than  “spring  ”.  AGM  Hale  discussed  actions  needed  for  launch  and  discussed 
timing. 

5.  General  Public  Comment 

• Mr.  Andrew  Yip  provided  comments. 

LAFCo  Chair  Avalos  thanked  the  SFPUC  Commission  and  staff  for  their  work  and 
adjourned  the  joint  meeting  at  3:41  PM. 
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For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.ora 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 


(E^mT»5s^i^,  dr*.  msm 

iwmmmp  (415)  55443?Mai»Edhood(Ssfwater.orgi 

tf;i«Donna  Hoodfati,  mams  mmsemm, 

ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrativo  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(41 5)  252-31 1 2;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planning. ora/index. aspx?page=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes: 

a)  September  22,  2015  Regular  Meeting 

b)  September  25,  2015  Special  Joint  SFPUC/LAFCo  Meeting 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  525  Golden  Gate  Building  LEED  Status 

d)  Central  Bayside  Improvement  Project 

e)  Construction  Contract  Award  Summary 

f)  Emergency  Firefighting  Water  System  Summary  and  Status 

g)  Non-potable  Water  Program  Update 

h)  Wastewater  Enterprise  Capital  Project  Delays 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a.  Discussion  and  possible  action,  in  accordance  with  Rule  6 of  the 
to  nominate  and  elect  officers 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update 

b)  Community  Benefits  and  Environmental  Justice  Policy  Update 

c)  Education  and  Youth  Employment  Update 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  1$h  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

8.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 


Rules  of  Order, 


(Ritchie) 

(Ellis) 

(Ellis) 
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items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

) Approve  the  assignment  and  assumption  of  Agreement  No.  CS-127B,  As- 
Needed  Building  Commissioning;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
an  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  the  existing  Agreement  No.  CS- 
127B,  from  McKinstry  Essention  LLC,  to  Able  Engineering  Services.  (How) 

) Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-127C,  As-Needed  Building 
Commissioning,  with  Newcomb  Anderson  McCormick,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing 
building  commissioning,  monitoring,  and  performance  optimization  oversight  to 
City-owned  new  construction  and  major  renovations;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement 
up  to  $500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $3,500,000,  and 
with  a time  extension  of  three  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  10  years. 

(Hale) 

) Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-291.B,  Education  and 
Economic  Inclusion  Services,  with  Lisa  Spinali  Consulting,  which  assists  the 
External  Affairs  Community  Benefits  Division  by  developing  strategies  to  partner 
with  the  public  school  district,  private  and  charter  schools,  and  non-profit  partners; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $25,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $55,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one  year,  for  a total  agreement 
duration  of  two  years.  (Ellis) 

d)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-303,  College  Hill  Garden 

Design,  with  Pam  Nagle,  to  extend  and  fund  the  contract  through  site 
development  and  implementation  of  the  K-5  curriculum  at  the  learning  garden; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $100,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $345,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up  to  seven  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  two  years  and  seven  months.  (Ellis) 

e)  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-913,  Bay  Tunnel 

Construction  Management  Services,  with  Jacobs  Engineering  Group,  to  continue 
providing  construction  management  services  through  project  close-out;  and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment  with  a time 
extension  up  to  six  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and 
eight  months,  with  no  change  to  the  agreement  amount.  (How) 

f)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-979,  San 

Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  the  San  Joaquin  Valve  House,  in  the 
amount  of  $1,781,850,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  Cratus,  Inc.,  to  upgrade  pipeline  connected  to  the  San  Joaquin  Valve 
House  and  perform  work  to  allow  inspection  along  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
system.  (How) 


'O  g)  Accept  work  performed  by  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As- 
^ Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,913,741 

with  a total  contract  duration  of  358  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  two 
r i and  one-half  years);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (How) 

REGULAR  SESSION 

9.  Authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to  execute  Grant  agreements 
with  applicants  for  Grant  Assistance  for  Large  Alternate  Water  Source 

j Projects.  The  grant  program  is  being  modified  in  coordination  with  amendments  to 

0 the  City’s  Non-potable  Water  Ordinance  to  require  onsite  water  reuse  in  all  new 
^ developments  greater  than  250,000  square  feet.  Funds  are  available  through  the 

^ Water  Enterprise  (up  to  $1 ,000,000),  and  are  dependent  on  annual  budget 
y~~i  appropriations.  Grant  assistance  will  be  re-evaluated  and  separately  approved  and 
budgeted  each  fiscal  year.  (Ritchie) 

10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-344,  Power  Scheduling 
Coordination  and  Related  Support  Services,  with  APX  Inc.,  to  allow  for  the  ° 

1 - processing  of  the  California  Independent  System  Operator  (CAISO)  power 

transmission  service  charges;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
o amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $100,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
^ agreement  amount  of  $105,000,000,  and  with  no  change  to  the  five  year  agreement 
duration;  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section 
9-118.  (Hale) 

1 1 . Workshop  to  present  an  overview  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  risk  analysis  and 
business  plan  components,  the  power  supply  contracting  approval  strategy,  and  the 
overall  schedule  for  implementation  of  the  program  in  Spring  2016.  (Hale) 

12.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session 

13.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

14.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

David  Alfaro,  et  al  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 5-547492 
City  Attorney  File  Number:  160241/Date  Filed:  08/20/15 
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Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitigated  Claim 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  vs.  Stantec  Architects,  Inc. 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  160153 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitigated  Claim 

Scott  Falcone  and  Ayala  Mirande  v.  CCSF 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-02411/Date  Filed  March  17,  2015 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitigated  Claim 
Gonzalina  Morales  v.  CCSF 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01980/Date  Filed  February  10,  2015 

Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.8  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8  (a)  (2) 

Property 

SFPUC  Parcel  201  A,  located  adjacent  to  460  N.  Shoreline  Boulevard  in  Mountain 
View,  CA 


Persons  Negotiations: 

SFPUC:  Michael  Carlin,  Rosanna  Russell,  and  Tony  Bardo 
Mid-Pen  Housing  Corporation:  Peter  Villereal 


Under  Negotiation: 

Price Terms  of  Payment Both X 


Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 

(Ambrose) 


Anticipated  Litigation  as  Plaintiff 


Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  1511 39/Date  Filed:  April  21 , 201 5 


21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER  15-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER  15-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
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26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water  and 
Power  Systems 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 

30.  Adopt  a Resolution  authorizing  the  General  Manager  requesting  the  Mayor  and 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  a Supplemental  Appropriation  in  the  amount 
of  $5,000,000  for  the  Wastewater  Enterprise,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  claims, 
settlements,  legal  expenses,  litigation  costs,  judgements  and  related  expenses. 

(Sandler) 

31 . Other  new  business 


32.  Adjournment 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  October  27,  2015-1:30  PM  City 
Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at 
a Regular  Meeting  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the 
governing  board  of  the  publicly  owned  utility  operations  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco:  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt 
RULE  AMENDMENTS  to  Section  F,  Water  Efficient  Irrigation,  of  the  SFPUC 
Rules  and  Regulations  Governing  Water  Service  to  Customers.  These  rules 
are  applicable  to  all  public  agency,  residential,  and  commercial  new 
construction  and  rehabilitated  landscape  projects  with  a landscape  area  equal 
to  or  greater  than  500  square  feet  and  receiving  water  service  from  the 
SFPUC.  These  rules  are  amended  to  provide  consistency  with  state’s  updated 
Model  Water  Efficient  Landscape  Ordinance  as  approved  by  the  California 
Water  Commission  on  July  15,  2015.  The  amended  rules  shall  take  effect  on 
January  1,  2016.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at 
least  72  hours  before  the  scheduled  meeting  at  the  SFPUC  website 
www.sfwater.org.  or  by  calling  (415)  554-3165. 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
13th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


San  Francisco 

Water 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


MINUTES 

Tuesday,  October  13,  2015 


(As  Approved  on  October  27,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Ann  Moller  Caen,  President 
Francesca  Vietor,  Vice  President 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 
Anson  Moran 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www  sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfranclsco.qfanicus.comA/iewPublisher.phD7view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Caen  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:34  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes: 

a)  September  22.  2015  Regular  Meeting 

b)  September  25,  2015  Special  Joint  SFPUC/LAFCo  Meeting 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  September  22  and  September  25,  2015: 
AYES:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Ms.  Ann  Clark,  Friends  of  Camp  Mather,  thanked  the  Commission  for  supporting 
Camp  Mather’s  Family  and  Friends  Day.  She  reported  it  was  a success. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  525  Golden  Gate  Building  LEED  Status 

d)  Central  Bayside  Improvement  Project 

e)  Construction  Contract  Award  Summary 

f)  Emergency  Firefighting  Water  System  Summary  and  Status 
9)  Non-potable  Water  Program  Update 

h)  Wastewater  Enterprise  Capital  Project  Delays 

Commissioner  Moran  provided  comments  on  item  5c.  He  requested  that  staff 
probe  deeper  into  issues  presented  in  the  memo  and  provide  a report  on 
lessons  learned’’,  with  regard  to  the  living  machine,  solar  panels,  and  wind 
turbines. 

Vice  President  (VP)  Vietor  commented  on  item  5c.  She  asked  for  a comparison 
between  525  Golden  Gate  and  the  Bullittt  Center  in  Seattle,  to  see  if  the  systems 
are  performing  similarly. 

VP  Vietor  asked  about  the  emergency  cisterns  and  the  use  of  potable  water. 
General  Manger  Kelly  provided  response.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  Green  Party  San  Francisco;  Sierra  Club,  provided  comments 
on  the  use  of  cisterns ; and  discussed  the  use  of  composting  toilets. 
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VP  Vietor  provided  additional  comments  on  non-potable  issues.  GM  Kelly 
provided  limited  response  and  indicated  the  item  would  be  placed  on  a future 
agenda  for  discussion. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a.  Discussion  and  possible  action,  in  accordance  with  Rule  6 of  the  Rules  of  Order, 
to  nominate  and  elect  officers 

President  Caen  reflected  on  her  Presidency.  She  thanked  the  Commission  and 
staff  for  their  work  and  dedication. 

Commissioner  Courtney  nominated  Commissioner  Moran  for  Vice  President. 
Commissioner  Moran  accepted  the  nomination. 

On  Motion: 

AYES:  Caen , Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

Commissioner  Kwon  nominated  VP  Vietor  for  President.  VP  Vietor  accepted  the 
nomination. 

On  Motion: 

AYES:  Caen,  Vietor,  Courtney,  Moran  and  Kwon 

GM  Kelly  thanked  Commissioner  Caen  for  her  service.  He  presented  her  with  a 
photo  and  a ceremonial  gavel. 

President  Vietor  thanked  Commissioner  Caen  for  her  service. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Green  Party:  Sierra  Club,  thanked  President 
Caen  for  her  service. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM  Water,  provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed 
reservoir  storage  levels,  noting  Hetch  Hetchy  is  at  73  percent  capacity  and  that 
water  bank  is  at  32  percent  capacity.  He  provided  a comparison  of  reservoir 
levels  around  the  state.  He  reviewed  precipitation  levels;  Total  deliveries;  Nine- 
county  Bay  Area  lowest  per  capita  consumption;  and  total  system  water  savings. 
AGM  Ritchie  provided  an  update  on  SB  555,  which  mandates  water  loss  audits. 
He  discussed  Lower  Cherry  Aqueduct  Full  Scale  Delivery  Test;  and  concluded 
with  review  of  the  Lower  Cherry  Aqueduct  Flow. 

b)  Community  Benefits  and  Environmental  Justice  (EJ)  Policy  Update 

Ms.  Juliet  Ellis,  AGM  External  Affairs,  introduced  the  item.  She  discussed  the 
“Good  Neighbor  Policy ” and  discussed  community  benefits  implementation  in 
professional  service  contracts  over  $5M. 
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AGM  Ellis  introduced  Ms.  Yolanda  Manzone , Environmental  Justice  and  Land 
Use  Program  Manager.  Ms.  Manzone  reviewed  the  three  goals  for  the  EJ  Policy 
implementation:  (1)  Tangible , efficient  and  effective  integration  of  EJ  principles 
into  all  business  decisions;  (2)  Education  of  all  SFPUC  staff;  (3)  Meaningful  and 
diverse  stakeholder  engagement.  She  reviewed  the  agency-wide  Implementation 
Framework;  EJ  Implementation  Pilots;  Equitable  Engagement  Guidelines;  Triple 
Bottom  Line  and  EJ  integration;  and  Bayview  EJ  analysis. 

President  Vietor  thanked  Ms.  Manzone  and  staff  for  their  work. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  staff  and  noted  the  impact  of  the  work  that  has 
been  done. 

VP  Moran  thanked  Ms.  Manzone  for  her  presentation.  He  expressed 
disappointment  with  the  current  review  of  SFPUC  policies.  He  requested  that 
there  be  a comprehensive  review  of  policies  as  they  exist,  and  that  there  be  a 
link  between  the  intent  of  the  Commission  and  the  work  of  staff. 

GM  Kelly  thanked  Ms.  Manzone  for  her  work  and  provided  additional  thoughts  on 
policies  and  available  resources.  Commissioner  Moran  provided  response. 

c)  Education  and  Youth  Employment  Update 

Ms.  Laura  Page , Arts  and  Education  Manager,  provided  an  update  on  the 
Education  and  Youth  Employment  Program.  She  discussed  the  purpose  of  the 
program  and  provided  an  overview  of  partnerships:  (1)  Sustainability;  (2) 
Ecoliteracy;  (3)  STEM  Education;  and  (4)  Career  preparedness.  Ms.  Page 
concluded  by  discussing  next  steps. 

Commissioner  Kwon  thanked  Ms.  Page  and  staff  for  their  work  and  for  their 
support  for  STEM  education. 

President  Vietor  discussed  the  SFPUC  retirement  succession  planning  and  the 
need  to  invest  in  education  programs  to  have  a pipeline  for  career  jobs. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Calendar. 

8.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  assignment  and  assumption  of  Agreement  No.  CS-127B,  As-Needed 
Building  Commissioning;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an 
Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  for  the  existing  Agreement  No.  CS-127B, 
from  McKinstry  Essention  LLC,  to  Able  Engineering  Services.  (Resolution  15- 
0205) 
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b)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-127C,  As-Needed  Building 
Commissioning,  with  Newcomb  Anderson  McCormick,  Inc.,  to  continue  providing 
building  commissioning,  monitoring,  and  performance  optimization  oversight  to 
City-owned  new  construction  and  major  renovations;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  up 
to  $500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $3,500,000,  and  with 
a time  extension  of  three  years.  (Resolution  15-0199) 

c)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-291  B,  Education  and 
Economic  Inclusion  Services,  with  Lisa  Spinali  Consulting,  which  assists  the 
External  Affairs  Community  Benefits  Division  by  developing  strategies  to  partner 
with  the  public  school  district,  private  and  charter  schools,  and  non-profit  partners; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $25,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $55,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one  year.  (Resolution  15-0200) 

d)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-303,  College  Hill  Garden 
Design,  with  Pam  Nagle,  to  extend  and  fund  the  contract  through  site 
development  and  implementation  of  the  K-5  curriculum  at  the  learning  garden; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $100,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $345,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up  to  seven  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  two  years  and  seven  months.  (Resolution  15-0201) 

e)  Approve  Amendment  No.  2 to  Agreement  No.  CS-913,  Bay  Tunnel  Construction 
Management  Services,  with  Jacobs  Engineering  Group,  to  continue  providing 
construction  management  services  through  project  close-out;  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment  with  a time  extension  up  to  six 
months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and  eight  months,  with  no 
change  to  the  agreement  amount.  (Resolution  15-0202) 

f)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-979,  San 
Joaguin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  the  San  Joaguin  Valve  House,  in  the 
amount  of  $1 ,781 ,850,  to  the  lowest,  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder, 
Cratus,  Inc.,  to  upgrade  pipeline  connected  to  the  San  Joaguin  Valve  House  and 
perform  work  to  allow  inspection  along  the  San  Joaguin  Pipeline  system. 
(Resolution  15-0203) 

g)  Accept  work  performed  by  Hartv  Pipelines,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As- 
Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,91 3,741  with 
a total  contract  duration  of  358  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0204) 

Vice  President  Moran  requested  that  item  5a  be  removed. 
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On  Motion  to  approve  items  8b  through  8g: 

AYES:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney,  and  Kwon 

With  regard  to  item  5a,  VP  Moran  asked  about  the  hiring  of  an  interim  Chief 
Building  Engineer  and  about  long-term  plans  for  the  position.  Ms.  Ivy  Fine , 
Contract  Administration  Bureau  and  GM  Kelly  provided  response.  Brief  discussion 
ensued. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  8a: 

AYES:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  Authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to  execute  Grant  agreements  with 
applicants  for  Grant  Assistance  for  Large  Alternate  Water  Source  Projects.  The 
grant  program  is  being  modified  in  coordination  with  amendments  to  the  City’s  Non- 
potable  Water  Ordinance  to  reguire  onsite  water  reuse  in  all  new  developments 
greater  than  250,000  sguare  feet.  Funds  are  available  through  the  Water  Enterprise 
(up  to  $1 ,000,000),  and  are  dependent  on  annual  budget  appropriations.  Grant 
assistance  will  be  re-evaluated  and  separately  approved  and  budgeted  each  fiscal 
year.  (Resolution  15-0206) 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  9: 

AYES:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-344,  Power  Scheduling 
Coordination  and  Related  Support  Services,  with  APX  Inc.,  to  allow  for  the 
processing  of  the  California  Independent  System  Operator  (CAISO)  power 
transmission  service  charges;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this 
amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $100,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed 
agreement  amount  of  $105,000,000,  and  with  no  change  to  the  five  year  agreement 
duration;  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section 
9.118.  ; Resolution  15-0207) 

VP  Moran  asked  for  clarification  on  the  contract  type  and  dollar  increase.  Ms. 
Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power,  provided  response.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Noreen 
Ambrose  provided  additional  response  and  clarification.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  10: 

AYES:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney,  and  Kwon 
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Public  Comments 


• Mr  Jed  Holtzman,  350  San  Francisco,  discussed  the  possibility  of  the  contractor 
also  scheduling  CleanPowerSF.  AGM  Hale  provided  response. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Green  Party;  Our  City  SF , provided  thoughts  on 
the  role  of  the  scheduling  coordinator  for  CleanPowerSF. 

The  Commission  entered  recessed  at  3:20  PM:  and  returned  at  3:30  PM. 

11.  Workshop  to  present  an  overview  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  risk  analysis  and 
business  plan  components,  the  power  supply  contracting  approval  strategy,  and  the 
overall  schedule  for  implementation  of  the  program  in  Spring  2016. 


AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  CleanPowerSF  Program:  (1) 
Lead  with  affordable  and  reliable  service;  (2)  Provide  cleaner  electricity  alternatives; 
(3)  Invest  in  local  jobs;  and  (4)  provide  long-term  rate  and  financial  stability. 

Ms.  Hale  discussed  program  risks  that  are  treats  to  achieving  each  objective  and 
associated  impacts:  (1)  Lead  with  affordable  and  reliable  service  - Threat:  PG&E 
rates  too  low;  SFPUC  costs  too  high;  (2)  Provide  cleaner  electricity  alternatives  - 
Threat:  SFPUC  renewable  content  too  low:  (3)  Invest  in  local  jobs  - Threat:  Local 
projects/jobs  goals  not  met;  and  (4)  provide  long-term  rate  and  financial  stability  - 
Threat:  Insufficient  reserves. 

AGM  Hale  presented  and  reviewed  a risk  rating  and  mitigation  example. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  contracting  approval  strategy  process  and  timeline.  She 
noted  a pool  of  bidders  will  be  brought  forward  for  consideration.  GM  Kelly  provided 
additional  comments.  Brief  discussion  ensued  on  the  contracting  process. 

Ms.  Hale  reviewed  the  updated  Implementation  Schedule  and  key  milestones,  and 
discussed  schedule  and  deadline  changes. 

VP  Moran  requested  additional  information  on  marketing  plan,  specifically  to  see  a 
tabulation  of  the  customer  services  and  benefits  that  PG&E’s  program  offers.  He 
requested  that  their  status  under  CleanPowerSF  be  shown.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried.  Executive  Officer.  LAFCo,  discussed  the  timeline  and  the 
business  model  (full-enrollment). 

Brief  discussion  ensued  on  the  business  model  and  timeline. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  San  Francisco  Green  Party:  SF  Clean  Energy  Advocates, 
provided  thoughts  on  the  Business  Plan. 
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VP  Moran  expressed  disagreement  with  Mr.  Brooks’  comments  on  the  Business 
Plan.  GM  Kelly  provided  additional  comments. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350  SF,  discussed  the  advocates’  thoughts  on  the  program 
and  revised  launch  date.  He  discussed  PG&E's  program. 

• Ms.  Anne  Donjacour , 350  SF,  expressed  concerned  with  delays  and  discussed 
public  perception.  She  encouraged  fast  movement. 

• Ms.  Karen  Babbitt,  Sierra  Club,  discussed  frustration  with  the  program  delays. 
She  asked  that  marketing  be  beefed-up. 

GM  Kelly  stated  he  will  follow-up  with  the  advocates  on  program  deploy. 

Commissioner  Courtney  discussed  the  advocates’  perception  on  delays.  He  stated 
that  unison  is  needed. 

President  Vietor  called  item  30  out  of  order. 

30.  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  a Supplemental  Appropriation  in  the  amount  of 
$5,000,000  for  the  Wastewater  Enterprise,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  claims, 
settlements,  legal  expenses,  litigation  costs,  judgements  and  related  expenses. 

(Resolution  15-0208) 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Ambrose  provided  a summary  of  the  item  and  requested 
approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  30: 

AYES:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney,  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items,  stating  items  21 
through  27  would  not  be  heard. 

12.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session 
None. 

13.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

AYES:  AYES:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney,  and  Kwon 
The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:29  PM. 

14.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 
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David  Alfaro,  et  al  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  CGC-1 5-547492 
City  Attorney  File  Number:  160241/Date  Filed:  08/20/15 

15.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  vs.  Stantec  Architects,  Inc. 

City  Attorney  File  No.:  160153 
(Resolution  15-0209) 

16.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Scott  Falcone  and  Ayala  Mirande  v.  CCSF 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-02411/Date  Filed  March  17,  2015 

(Resolution  15-0210) 

17.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Gonzalina  Morales  v.  CCSF 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01980/Date  Filed  February  10,  2015 
(Resolution  15-0211) 

18.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 

54956.8  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8  (a)  (2) 

Property 

SFPUC  Parcel  201A,  located  adjacent  to  460  N.  Shoreline  Boulevard  in  Mountain 
View,  CA 

Persons  Negotiations: 

SFPUC:  Michael  Carlin.  Rosanna  Russell,  and  Tony  Bardo 
Mid-Pen  Plousinq  Corporation:  Peter  Villereal 
Under  Negotiation: 

Price  Terms  of  Payment Both  X 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (3)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (2) 
Anticipated  Litigation  as  Plaintiff 

20.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151 139/Date  Filed:  April  21 , 2015 
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21.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10.  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23.  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)  (2)  (iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67,10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)  (2)  (iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Wholesale 

Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
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26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water  and 
Power  Systems 


The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  5:25  PM. 

28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

President  Vietor  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  15,  16,  and  17, 
and  no  other  action  was  taken. 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 
On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

AYES:  Vietor , Moran,  Caen,  Courtney,  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

(Item  30  was  taken  out  of  order). 

31 . Other  new  business 
None. 

32.  Adjournment 

President  Vietor  adjourned  the  meeting  at  5:26  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0199 


WHEREAS,  On  February  8,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0029,  this  Commission 
awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-127.C,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $3,000,000  and  with  a term  of  seven 
years,  concluding  on  March  1,  2018,  with  Newcomb  Anderson  McCormick,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $500,000  and  with  a time 
extension  of  three  years,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $3,500,000  and  a total 
agreement  duration  of  10  years,  to  enable  the  SFPUC  Green  Building  Commissioning  Program 
to  meet  the  City’s  major  construction  projects  sustainability  goals,  including  the  requirements  of 
the  San  Francisco  Environmental  Code,  Section  706(5),  San  Francisco-Specific  Leadership  in 
Energy  and  Environmental  Design  Credit  Requirements  for  Municipal  Construction  Projects, 
Commissioning;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub-consulting  goal  of  10%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for 
this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  at  the  time  of  task  order  issuance  from  multiple  project 
budgets  associated  with  City  agencies  such  as  Public  Works,  San  Francisco  International  Airport, 
and  SFPUC's  Water,  Wastewater,  and  Power  Enterprises;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-127C,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning  with  Newcomb  Anderson  McCormick,  Inc., 
and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment, 
increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $500,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$3,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  10  years. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0200 


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  09-0017,  the  Commission  delegated  authority  to 
the  General  Manager  to  award  contracts  below  a specified  threshold,  and  on  October  10,  2014, 
the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  awarded 
External  Affairs-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-291.B,  Education  and  Economic  Inclusion  Services, 
a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $30,000  and  with  a term  of  one  year, 
concluding  on  September  1,  2015,  with  Lisa  Spinali  Consulting;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $25,000  and  for  a time  extension 
of  one  year,  increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $55,000  and  extending  the 
total  agreement  duration  to  two  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  amendment  will  provide  ongoing  assistance  to  the  External 
Affairs  Community  Benefits  Division  with  developing  strategies  to  partner  with  the  public 
school  district,  private  and  charter  schools,  and  non-profit  partners  so  that  the  SFPUC's 
environmental  literacy  and  career  development  objectives  can  be  shared  with  a broad  audience  of 
students,  educators  and  families;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  External  Affairs  Operating 
Budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  External 
Affairs-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-291.B,  Education  and  Economic  Inclusion  Services,  with  Lisa 
Spinali  Consulting,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute 
this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  up  to  $25,000,  for  a total  agreement  amount  of 
$55,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  one  year,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  two  years. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0201 


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  09-0017,  the  Commission  delegated  authority  to 
the  General  Manager  to  award  contracts  below  a specified  threshold,  and  on  October  24,  2013, 
the  General  Manager  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-303,  College  Hill  Garden  Design,  with  Pam 
Nagle,  in  the  amount  of  $245,000,  and  with  a term  of  two  years,  concluding  on  October  31, 
2015; and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $100,000  and  with  a time 
extension  of  seven  months,  increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $345,000, 
and  the  total  agreement  duration  to  two  years  seven  months,  in  order  to  fund  and  extend  the 
contract  through  site  development  and  implementation  of  the  K-5  curriculum  at  the  learning 
garden; and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub  consulting  goal  of  13%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for 
this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  PUW518  01  - 
College  Hill  Learning  Garden  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-303,  College  Hill  Garden  Design,  with  Pam  Nagle,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  up  to 
$100,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $345,000,  and  with  a time  extension  up 
to  seven  months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  two  years  and  seven  months. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0202 


WHEREAS,  On  June  24,  2008,  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  08-0108,  this  Commission 
awarded  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)-funded  Agreement  No. 
CS-913,  Bay  Tunnel  Construction  Management  Services  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a professional  services 
agreement,  in  the  amount  of  $18,000,000  and  with  a duration  of  five  years  and  five  months, 
concluding  on  February  2,  2014,  with  Jacobs  Engineering  Group;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  issued  on  July  12,  201 1,  pursuant  to  Resolution  No. 
11-0115,  to  extend  the  agreement  duration  by  one  year  and  nine  months,  to  provide  continuing 
construction  management  services  for  the  Bay  Tunnel  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  six 
months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and  eight  months  to  April  30,  2016,  in 
order  to  provide  ongoing  construction  management  services  through  the  end  of  the  anticipated 
closeout  of  the  Bay  Tunnel  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  sub  consulting  goal  of  5%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  participation  has  been  established  for  this  agreement.  Jacobs 
Engineering  Group  is  committed  to  meet  the  LBE  goal  of  17.7%  submitted  in  its  proposal  which 
exceeds  the  original  CMD  goals  established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  continue  to  be  available  from  Project  CUW36801- 
Bay  Division  Reliability  Upgrade  Project  - Tunnel;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  2 to  Water 
Enterprise  WSIP-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-913,  Bay  Tunnel  Construction  Management 
Services,  with  Jacobs  Engineering  Group,  to  provide  continuing  CM  services  through  the  end  of 
the  closeout  period  of  the  Bay  Tunnel  project;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  duration  up  to  six  months,  for  a 
total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  and  eight  months,  and  with  no  change  to  the  agreement 
value. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0203 


WHEREAS,  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  HH-979,  San 
Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  the  San  Joaquin  Valve  House  was  advertised  on  August 
12,  2015; and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $1,800,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$1,800,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  upgrade  pipeline  connected  to  the  San  Joaquin 
Valve  House  and  perform  work  to  allow  inspection  along  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  system;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  200  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Five  (5)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  September  10,  2015; 
and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  reviewed  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences,  and  this  review  resulted  in  the  selection  of  Cratus,  Inc.  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting 
requirement  of  14%  for  this  contract,  and  the  Contractor  committed  to  an  LBE  participation  of 
14.6%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  ot 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUH 10001,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
Rehabilitation  (the  “Project”);  and 

WHEREAS,  A mitigated  negative  declaration  (“MND”)  was  prepared  for  this  Project; 
and 


WHEREAS,  The  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  (FMND)  was  approved  by  the 
Planning  Department  on  November  8,  2010;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  14,  2010,  the  SFPUC  by  Resolution  No.  10-0221  approved 
the  Project  and  adopted  the  findings  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA) 
and  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  required  by  CEQA;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Project  files,  including  the  FMND  and  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  10-0221 
have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  ol  the 
record  before  this  Commission;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  FMND,  the  findings  contained  in  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  10-0221,  and  all  written  and  oral 
information  provided  by  the  Planning  Department,  including  the  public,  relevant  public  agencies, 
SFPUC  and  other  experts,  and  the  administrative  files  for  the  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOFVED,  The  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FMND  and  record  as  a 
whole,  finds  that  the  FMND  is  adequate  tor  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  action 
taken  herein  to  approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  HH-979,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
No.  1 Replacement  at  the  San  Joaquin  Valve  House  and  incorporates  the  CEQA  findings 
contained  in  Resolution  No.  10-0221  by  this  reference  thereto  as  though  set  forth  in  this 
Resolution;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOFVED,  The  Commission  further  finds  that  since  the  FMND  was 
finalized,  there  have  been  neither  substantial  project  changes  nor  substantial  changes  in  project 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  FMND  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the 
conclusions  set  forth  in  the  FMND;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOFVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and 
specifications  and  awards  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract  No.  HH-979, 
San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  1 Replacement  at  the  San  Joaquin  Valve  House,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,781,850,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Cratus,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


[ Mjl  UJmoL 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0204 


WHEREAS,  Contractor,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.  has  completed  the  construction  under 
Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  and  Replacement  (R&R)  Program-funded  Contract  No. 
WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  24,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0101,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,365,800,  to 
the  lowest,  qualified  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  25, 
2014,  with  an  original  contract  duration  of  395  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work 
was  completed  in  358  consecutive  calendar  days  on  August  17,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  in  the  amount  of  $336,000  to  account  for  an 
increase  of  contract  bid  items  corresponding  to  actual  quantities  required  during  construction, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $3,701 ,800;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 was  approved  in  the  amount  of  $211,941  (Resolution 
No.  15-0192  dated  September  22,  2015)  to  adjust  contract  bid  items  for  purposes  of  accounting 
for  actual  quantities  used  in  the  replacement  work,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $3,913,741; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor 
exceeded  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  17.8%  by  achieving  a 
final  LBE  subcontracting  goal  of  20.2%  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCS97,  As-Needed  Main 
Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Harty  Pipelines, 
Inc.  for  WWE,  R&R  Program-funded  Contract  No.  WW-592,  As-Needed  Main  Sewer 
Replacement,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $3,913,741  with  a total  contract  duration  of  358 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


I 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0205 


WHEREAS,  On  February  8,  2011,  per  Resolution  No.  11-0029,  this  Commission 
awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-127B,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $3,000,000  and  with  a term  of  seven 
years,  concluding  on  March  1,  2018,  with  McKinstry  Essention,  Inc.,  to  provide  building 
commissioning,  monitoring,  and  performance  optimization  services  for  development  and 
operation  of  highly  efficient  SFPUC  green  buildings;  and 

WHEREAS,  McKinstry  Essention,  Inc.  changed  its  name  under  Articles  of  Amendment 
to  McKess  Holdings,  Inc.  on  December  14,  2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  1,  2013,  a Contribution  and  Assignment  of  Rights  Agreement 
was  filed  that  transferred  business  activity  from  McKess  Holdings,  Inc.  (formerly  known  as 
McKinstry  Essention,  Inc.)  to  McKinstry  Essention  LLC  (hereinafter  “Assignor”).  Assignor 
assumed  all  obligations  and  liabilities  under  the  Agreement  and  became  a party  to  the 
Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assignor  desires  to  assign  the  Agreement  and  Able  Engineering  Services 
(hereinafter  “Assignee”)  desires  to  assume  the  Agreement,  each  on  mutually  agreed-upon  terms 
and  conditions;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Assignee  can  meet  the  minimum  qualifications  as  set  forth  in  the 
original  Request  for  Proposals;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assignor  is  currently  performing  services  that  are  needed  to  continue 
providing  operational  optimization  of  existing  buildings,  design  review,  and  commissioning  of 
new  buildings.  The  project  team  has  concluded  that  no  other  consultant  could  readily  perform 
these  services  without  causing  severe  disruption  to  the  schedule  and  budget;  moreover, 
background  resources  required  to  complete  these  services  would  be  lost  if  the  City  was  required 
to  competitively  procure  the  contract  again;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Agreement  remain  in  full  force  and 
effect;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  assignment  and  assumption  of 
Agreement  No.  CS-127B,  As-Needed  Building  Commissioning,  and  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  an  Assignment  and  Assumption  Agreement  in  a 
form  approved  by  the  City  Attorney. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0206 


WHEREAS,  On  October  30,  2008  the  Commission  approved  the  Phased  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  Variant  (Phased  WSIP  Variant)  in  Commission  Resolution  No.  08-0200; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Phased  WSIP  Variant  included  the  development  of  10  million  gallons 
per  day  (mgd)  in  conservation,  recycled  water,  and  groundwater  in  San  Francisco  by  2018;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  is  targeting  on- 
site non-potable  water  use  in  large  new  developments  to  help  meet  the  10  mgd  goal  by  2018;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  implemented  a grant  program  in  FY12/13  for  retail  water 
customers  to  make  the  best  use  of  non-potable  supplies  for  urban  reuse  in  buildings;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  expanded  grant  assistance  beginning  in  FY  13/14  to  district- 
scale  non-potable  water  projects  that  treat  and  share  non-potable  water  between  two  or  more 
parcels;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  is  proposing  to  modify  grant  assistance  beginning  in  FY  15/16 
to  reflect  the  Non-potable  Water  Program  transitioning  from  a voluntary  to  a mandatory 
program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  budget  for  the  proposed  grant  assistance  will  be  appropriated 
in  each  fiscal  year,  and  grants  awarded,  subject  to  availability  of  funds;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  grant  assistance  are  available  through  Water  Enterprise  Index 
Codes  550201  (up  to  $1,000,000);  and 

WHEREAS,  Grant  applications  are  anticipated  to  be  accepted  beginning  in  November 
2015; and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  the 
recommended  action  by  the  Commission  to  approve  the  proposed  Grant  Assistance  Program 
does  not  constitute  a “project”  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines  Section 
15378(b)(4)  because  the  proposed  Grant  Assistance  Program  creates  a government  funding 
mechanism  which  does  not  involve  commitment  to  any  specific  project  which  may  result  in  a 
potentially  significant  physical  impact  on  the  environment,  and  individual  projects  to  construct 
or  alter  a building  to  qualify  for  the  Large  Alternate  Water  Source  Grant  Assistance  Program 
must  comply  with  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  procedures;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  SFPUC 
or  his  designee  to  execute  Grant  Agreements  with  applicants  for  large  non-potable  water  systems 
that  offset  the  use  of  Regional  Water  System  potable  water  supplies,  subject  to  availability  of 
funding. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0207 


WHEREAS,  On  September  23,  2014,  this  Commission  awarded  Power  Enterprise 
Operating  Budget-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-344,  Power  Scheduling  Coordination  and  Related 
Support  Services,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  a not  to 
exceed  amount  of  $5,000,000  and  with  a term  of  five  years,  concluding  in  October  2019,  with 
APX  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $100,000,000,  increasing  the  total 
not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $105,000,000  to  allow  for  payment  of  the  CAISO  power 
transmission  service  charges  through  APX  Inc.,  a CAISO-certified  Scheduling  Coordinator;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B.8  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  the 
Contract  Monitoring  Division  CMD  determined  there  were  no  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subconsulting  opportunities  for  this  contract  and  waived  the  LBE  sub-consulting  participation 
goal  accordingly;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Index  Code  329000,  Long 
Range  Planning;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-344,  Power  Scheduling  Coordination  and  Related  Support  Services,  with  APX  Inc.,  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment  to  increase  the 
agreement  by  $100,000,000.  for  a total  agreement  amount  of  $105,000,000,  with  no  change  to 
the  agreement  duration,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section 
9.118. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015. 

/titTut a,  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0208 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  the  "exclusive 
charge  of  the  construction,  management,  supervision,  maintenance,  extension,  expansion, 
operation,  use  and  control  of  all  water,  cleanwater  and  energy  supplies  and  utilities  of  the  City  as 
well  as  the  real,  personal  and  financial  assets,  that  are  under  the  jurisdiction  or  assigned  to  the 
Commission",  pursuant  to  the  San  Francisco  Charter;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  is  the  department  head  of  the  SFPUC,  with 
responsibility  for  the  administration  and  management  of  the  operations,  personnel  and  assets 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Wastewater  Enterprise’s  regularly  budgeted  funds  for  FY  2015-16  to 
pay  claims,  legal  expenses,  litigation,  judgments  and  related  expenses  is  insufficient  due  to  the 
large  volume  of  claims  arising  from  the  December  2014  extreme  storm  events;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to 
request  the  Mayor  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisor  a supplemental  appropriation  in  the 
amount  of  $5,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  funding  Wastewater  Enterprise  payment  of  claims 
settlements,  litigation  costs,  attorney  and  other  legal  expenses,  judgments  and  expenses  related  to 
mitigating  damage  alleged  to  be  caused  by  Wastewater  Enterprise  operations  or  facilities. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  13,  2015 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


AGENDA 

Tuesday,  October  27,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Francesca  Vietor,  President 
Anson  Moran,  Vice  President 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.  php?view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardfas  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761 , o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(41 5)  252-31 1 2;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission's  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-plannina.org/index.aspx?paae=3447.Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  October  1 3,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Electric  Storage  Activities  Report 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

8.  BAWSCA  Update  (Sandkulla) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  554- 
SI  65,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

9.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-1014,  Phase  III  Installation  of  Automated  Water 
Meters,  for  procurement  and  installation  of  automated  water  meters  as  part  of  the 
Automated  Water  Meter  Program;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
csl  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  Grid  One  Solutions 

O for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $3,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 

1 (Ritchie) 

IX) 


■3  b)  Authorize  Amendment  No.  1 to  the  Joint  Funding  Agreement  with  the  U.S. 

Geological  Survey  in  the  amount  of  $30,970,  for  a total  Agreement  not-to- 
td  exceed  amount  of  $1 ,91 6,695,  which  will  allow  for  the  installation  of  a 
^ replacement  flow  meter  in  the  Cherry/Eleanor  Tunnel  necessary  to  maintain 
accurate  water  diversion  records  for  water  rights  reported  to  the  State  Water 
Resources  Control  Board.  (Ritchie) 

c)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
execute  a new  five-year  revocable  license  to  the  City  of  Milpitas  to  use 

approximately  40,424  square  feet  of  Parcel  107-A,  located  in  Milpitas,  California, 
~h  to  maintain  existing  landscaping  and  an  irrigation  system  and  to  maintain  a 
^ wooden  retaining  wall  and  fence  for  no  use  fee.  The  New  License  will  replace  an 
existing  90-day  license  issued  on  September  29,  2015.  The  Temporary  License 
replaced  a license  issued  to  the  City  of  Milpitas  on  January  13,  1972. 

(Russell) 


REGULAR  SESSION 
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Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-206,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
and  Power  Support  for  Compliance  with  Regulatory  Requirements,  with 
Watershed  Sciences,  Inc.;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  this  amendment  extending  the  term  by  three  years,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  seven  years,  two  months,  and  22  days,  with  no  change  to 
the  contract  amount.  (How) 

Approve  the  selection  of  McMillen  Jacobs  Associates;  award  Agreement  No. 
CS-249,  Planning  and  Design  Services,  Mountain  Tunnel  Improvements,  to 
provide  specialized  planning  and  engineering  services  for  the  proposed  Mountain 
Tunnel  improvements;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$21,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  up  to  10  years,  subject  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.118.  (How) 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2654R 

Peninsula  Vegetation  Removal  in  the  amount  of  $11,062,544,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  NTK  Construction,  Inc.,  to  remove 
invasive  vegetation  that  is  degrading  San  Francisco  garter  snake  and  Crystal 
Springs  fountain  thistle  habitat.  The  SFPUC  is  required  to  provide  this  bioregional 
habitat  restoration  compensation  for  WSIP  projects  at  different  locations  within  the 
San  Francisco  Peninsula  watershed  in  unincorporated  San  Mateo  County. 

(How) 

Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPTPNP01,  North  Point  Facility  Outfall  System 
Rehabilitation  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  implement  the 
Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law.  This  action  constitutes 
the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act,  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco 


Administrative  Code.  This  action  will  be  followed  by  requests  for  this  Commission 
for  approval  and  award  of  the  construction  contract  and  to  execute  a loan 
agreement  with  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  under  the  Clean  Water 
State  Revolving  Fund  Loan  Program,  at  a later  date.  (How) 

14.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE04,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Primary  and  Secondary  Clarifiers  Upgrades  Project;  and  authorize  the  General 

c>'3  Manager  to  implement  the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable 
law.  This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of 
CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 
This  action  will  be  followed  by  requests  for  this  Commission  to  approve  the  loan 
agreement  to  receive  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund  loan  financing,  and 
approval  and  award  of  the  construction  contract  at  a later  date.  (How) 

15.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE05,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Building  521/522  and  Disinfection  Upgrades;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager 
to  implement  the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law, 
including  authority  to  negotiate  and  execute  a lease  agreement  with  the  California 

J Department  of  T ransportation  for  a lease  for  construction  staging  of  a property  at 
^ 2 Rankin  Street.  This  action  will  be  followed  by  requests  for  this  Commission  to 

tfjj  approve  the  loan  agreement  to  receive  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund  loan 
financing,  and  approval  and  award  of  the  construction  contract  at  a later  date. 

This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of 
CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(How) 

16.  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  amendments  to 
Section  F - Water  Efficient  Irrigation,  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 

Tj!  Commission  Rules  and  Regulations  Governing  Water  Service  to  Customers;  and 
recommend  the  Board  of  Supervisors  pass  and  urge  Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee  to  sign 
modifications  to  the  Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance  that  lower  the  compliance 
trigger  from  1 ,000  square  feet  of  new  or  modified  landscape  area  to  500  square 
feet.  (Ritchie) 

17.  Approve  the  selection  of  a pool  of  qualified  respondents  to  the  CleanPowerSF 
Request  for  Offers  of  Power  Supplies;  conditionally  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  one  or  more  contracts  with  the  approved  pool 

^ of  qualified  respondents  and  to  seek  approval  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
> execute  one  or  more  contracts  with  the  approved  pool  of  qualified  respondents,  to 
if?  the  extent  required.  (Hale) 

18.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

1 9.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

20.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 

54956.8  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8  (a)  (2) 

Property 

55  Selby,  San  Francisco,  CA;  and  1975  Galvez,  San  Francisco,  CA 

Persons  Negotiations: 

SFPUC:  Michael  Carlin 

55  Selby:  Selby  and  Hudson  Corporation 

1975  Galvez:  WYL  Five  Star  Service  Industries,  Inc. 

Under  Negotiation: 

Price Terms  of  Payment Both  X 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

j Existing  Litigation 

g State  Farm  Mutual  Automobile  Ins.  Co.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
-n  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  14-542045 
t-h  City  Law  File  No.:  150416/Date  Filed:  October  3,  2014 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

'o  Filip  Kesler  2011  Revocable  Trust;  Brandon  Hughes  v.  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco 

1 San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  14-541914 
City  Law  File  No.:  150620/Date  Filed:  September  29,  2014 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

^ (Ambrose) 

Existing  Claim 

^ David  Leung  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
h City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  1 5-01 980/Date  Filed:  January  5,  201 5 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  1 51 1 39/Date  Filed:  April  21 , 201 5 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.1 5:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1 987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER  15-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 


Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

30.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER  15-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

31 . Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)(Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

32.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

33.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 

34.  Other  new  business 

35.  Adjournment 
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Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  October  27,  2015  - 1:30  PM  City 
Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at 
a Regular  Meeting  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the 
governing  board  of  the  publicly  owned  utility  operations  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco:  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt 
RULE  AMENDMENTS  to  Section  F,  Water  Efficient  Irrigation,  of  the  SFPUC 
Rules  and  Regulations  Governing  Water  Service  to  Customers.  These  rules 
are  applicable  to  all  public  agency,  residential,  and  commercial  new 
construction  and  rehabilitated  landscape  projects  with  a landscape  area  equal 
to  or  greater  than  500  square  feet  and  receiving  water  service  from  the 
SFPUC.  These  rules  are  amended  to  provide  consistency  with  state’s  updated 
Model  Water  Efficient  Landscape  Ordinance  as  approved  by  the  California 
Water  Commission  on  July  15,  2015.  The  amended  rules  shall  take  effect  on 
January  1, 2016.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at 
least  72  hours  before  the  scheduled  meeting  at  the  SFPUC  website 
www.sfwater.org,  or  by  calling  (415)  554-3165. 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
13th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 


Minutes 

Tuesday,  October  27,  2015 


(As  approved  on  November  10,  2015) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Francesca  Vietor,  President 
Anson  Moran,  Vice  President 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165, 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site. 

www-sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at. 

http  'rsantrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPublisher. php?view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

Vice  President  (VP)  Moran  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:40  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Moran,  Caen , Courtney  and  Kwon 
Excused:  Vietor 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  October  1 3,  201 5 

On  motion  to  approve  the  minutes  of  October  13.  2015: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Electric  Storage  Activities  Report 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager  (GM1 
a)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  AGM  Water,  provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed  current 
reservoir  storage  levels,  noting  water  bank  is  at  33  percent:  Cumulative 
precipitation:  Upcountry  6-Station  Precipitation  Index ; Total  Deliveries,  and  Total 
System  Water  Savings.  He  provided  an  update  regarding  the  Lower  Cherry 
Aqueduct  Full  Scale  Delivery  Test. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brook,  SF  Green  Party,  questioned  where  water  storage  is  transferred 
during  technical  work. 

8.  BAWSCA  Update 

Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA.  congratulated  President  Vietor  and  VP  Moran  on 
their  recent  appointments.  She  thanked  Commissioner  Caen  for  her  service. 

Ms.  Sandkulla  encouraged  passage  of  the  Mountain  Tunnel  item. 
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Ms.  Sandkuita  distributed  and  read  a statement  regarding  hiring  engineering 
consultants  to  help  fix  the  Mountain  Tunnel. 

In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Caen,  Ms.  Sandkulla  indicated  she 
had  not  received  an  emergency  operations  timeline  from  SFPUC.  Commissioner 
Caen  noted  a timeline  dated  June  23.  and  reviewed  the  emergency  operations  item 
on  the  timeline.  Ms.  Sandkulla  indicated  she  had  requested  a plan  for  sufficient 
water  supplies  in  the  event  of  a failure. 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie.  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Water,  Indicated  that  a 
technical  memo  has  been  finalized  which  shows  assessment  for  potential  for  failure 
90,  180,  270  days.  He  indicated  SFPUC  staff  has  met  with  BASWCA  and  are 
actively  working  with  them  on  this  issue. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Award  Agreement  No.  CS-1014.  Phase  III  Installation  of  Automated  Water 
Meters,  for  procurement  and  installation  of  automated  water  meters  as  part  of  the 
Automated  Water  Meter  Program;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  Grid  One  Solutions 
for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $3,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  two  years. 
(Resolution  15-0212) 

b)  Authorize  Amendment  No.  1 to  the  Joint  Funding  Agreement  with  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  in  the  amount  of  $30,970,  for  a total  Agreement  not-to-exceed 
amount  of  $1,916,695,  which  will  allow  for  the  installation  of  a replacement  flow 
meter  in  the  Cherry/Eleanor  Tunnel  necessary  to  maintain  accurate  water 
diversion  records  for  water  rights  reported  to  the  State  Water  Resources  Control 
Board.  (Resolution  15-0213) 

c)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
a new  five-year  revocable  license  to  the  City  of  Milpitas  to  use  approximately 
40,424  sguare  feet  of  Parcel  107-A,  located  in  Milpitas,  California,  to  maintain 
existing  landscaping  and  an  irrigation  system  and  to  maintain  a wooden  retaining 
wall  and  fence  for  no  use  fee.  The  New  License  will  replace  an  existing  90-day 
license  issued  on  September  29,  2015.  The  Temporary  License  replaced  a 
license  issued  to  the  City  of  Milpitas  on  January  13,  1972.  (Resolution  15-0214) 

On  motion  to  approve  items  9a  through  c: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen.  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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10.  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-206,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Support  for  Compliance  with  Regulatory  Requirements,  with  Watershed 
Sciences,  Inc.;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  this 
amendment  extending  the  term  by  three  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of 
seven  years,  two  months,  and  22  days,  with  no  change  to  the  contract  amount. 
(Resolution  15-0215) 

On  motion  to  approve  item  10: 

A YES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

1 1 • Approve  the  selection  of  McMillen  Jacobs  Associates;  award  Agreement  No.  CS- 
249,  Planning  and  Design  Services,  Mountain  Tunnel  Improvements,  to  provide 
specialized  planning  and  engineering  services  for  the  proposed  Mountain  Tunnel 
improvements;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $21 ,000,000,  and 
with  a duration  of  up  to  10  years,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18.  (Resolution  15-0216) 

In  response  to  a question  from  VP  Moran,  Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM  Infrastructure, 
indicated  that  the  selected  engineer  will  be  doing  detailed  design,  providing 
interim  repairs,  and  will  be  the  engineer  of  record. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  for  clarification  on  the  overall  process,  which  AGM 
How  provided. 

On  motion  to  approve  item  1 1: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

12.  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WD-2654R 
Peninsula  Vegetation  Removal  in  the  amount  of  $1 1 ,062,544,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  NTK  Construction,  Inc.,  to  remove 
invasive  vegetation  that  is  degrading  San  Francisco  garter  snake  and  Crystal 
Springs  fountain  thistle  habitat.  The  SFPUC  is  required  to  provide  this  bioreqional 
habitat  restoration  compensation  for  WSIP  projects  at  different  locations  within  the 
San  Francisco  Peninsula  watershed  in  unincorporated  San  Mateo  County. 
(Resolution  15-0217) 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  a question  about  the  protest,  which  AGM  How 
provided. 
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On  motion  to  approve  item  12: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 


Public  Comments 
None. 

13.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPTPNP01 , North  Point  Facility  Outfall  System 
Rehabilitation  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  implement  the 
Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law.  This  action  constitutes 
the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act,  pursuant  to  Section  31  04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code.  This  action  will  be  followed  by  requests  for  this  Commission 
for  approval  and  award  of  the  construction  contract  and  to  execute  a loan 
agreement  with  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  under  the  Clean  Water 
State  Revolving  Fund  Loan  Program,  at  a later  date.  (Resolution  15-0218) 

On  motion  to  approve  item  13: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen , Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

14.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE04,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Primary  and  Secondary  Clarifiers  Upgrades  Project:  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  implement  the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable 
law.  This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of 
CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 
This  action  will  be  followed  by  reguests  for  this  Commission  to  approve  the  loan 
agreement  to  receive  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund  loan  financing,  and 
approval  and  award  of  the  construction  contract  at  a later  date.  (Resolution  15- 
0219) 

On  motion  to  approve  item  14: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

15.  Approve  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE05,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Building  521/522  and  Disinfection  Upgrades;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager 
to  implement  the  Project  in  compliance  with  the  Charter  and  applicable  law, 
including  authority  to  negotiate  and  execute  a lease  agreement  with  the  California 
Department  of  Transportation  for  a lease  for  construction  staging  of  a property  at 
2 Rankin  Street.  This  action  will  be  followed  by  reguests  for  this  Commission  to 
approve  the  loan  agreement  to  receive  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund  loan 
financing,  and  approval  and  award  of  the  construction  contract  at  a later  date. 
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This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  project  for  the  purposes  of 
CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(Resolution  15-0220) 

On  motion  to  approve  item  15: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

16.  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  amendments  to  Section  F 
Water  Efficient  Irrigation,  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  Rules 
and  Regulations  Governing  Water  Service  to  Customers;  and  recommend  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  pass  and  urge  Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee  to  sign  modifications  to 
the  Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance  that  lower  the  compliance  trigger  from 

1 ,000  square  feet  of  new  or  modified  landscape  area  to  500  square  feet. 
(Resolution  15-0221) 

AGM  Ritchie  discussed  the  reason  for  the  proposed  amendments,  indicating  they 
are  needed  to  comply  with  the  State's  Model  Water  Efficient  Landscape 
Ordinance  revision. 

On  motion  to  approve  item  16: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

17.  Approve  the  selection  of  a pool  of  qualified  respondents  to  the  CleanPowerSF 
Request  for  Offers  of  Power  Supplies;  conditionally  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  one  or  more  contracts  with  the  approved  pool 
of  qualified  respondents  and  to  seek  approval  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
execute  one  or  more  contracts  with  the  approved  pool  of  qualified  respondents,  to 
the  extent  required.  (Resolution  15-0222) 

AGM  Hale  provided  a summary  of  the  item  and  reviewed  the  specific  conditions 
required  for  the  pool  of  suppliers.  She  briefly  noted  the  process  for  the  selection  of 
the  pool  of  bidders. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Caen  on  when  the 
SFPUC  will  know  what  green  option  PG&E  has  chosen.  She  indicated  the  SFPUC 
and  PG&E  are  nearly  on  the  same  schedules. 

In  response  to  a question  from  VP  Moran,  AGM  Hale  said  there  were  no  changes 
to  the  timeline. 
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On  motion  to  approve  item  17: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 


Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks.  SF  Green  Party/Our  City  SF/Clean  Energy  Advocates , 
encouraged  movement.  He  discussed  the  PG&E  program.  He  discussed  work 
of  the  advocates  and  expressed  the  desire  for  monthly  meetings  with  staff. 

• Jeremy  (inaudible).  Sierra  Club,  concurred  with  Mr.  Brooks  and  encouraged 
active  collaboration. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried.  LAFCo,  encouraged  passage.  He  discussed  the  PG&E 
Program  vs.  CleanPowerSF  Program. 

Commissioner  Courtney  discussed  the  level  of  advocate  engagement  with  staff. 

He  asked  that  staff  provide  a memo  outlining  the  dialogue  that  is  taking  place,  how 
agendas  are  set,  and  announcements  made. 

Mr  Charles  Sheehan,  SFPUC  Communications  Manager,  provided  an  update  on 
marketing  and  outreach  efforts.  He  reviewed  the  past  events  and  noted  upcoming 
events ; and  discussed  the  outreach  timeline.  Mr.  Sheehan  outlined  Phase  I 
Outreach  and  Engagement  tactics:  and  noted  upcoming  activities.  He  displayed  a 
“Super  Green ” t-shirt.  VP  Moran  noted  the  website  where  individuals  can  sign-up 
for  CleanPowerSF.  Brief  discussion  ensured  on  the  need  for  knowing  your  PG&E 
account  number  in  order  to  sign-up. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Green  Party/Our  City  SF/Clean  Energy  Advocates, 
discussed  social  media  marketing,  and  the  need  for  a larger  logo. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  discussed  the  PG&E  account  number  issue. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Closed  Session  items,  noting  items  25 
through  31  would  not  be  heard. 

18.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session 
None. 

19.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  motion  to  assert: 

AYES:  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  2:31  PM. 

20.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.8  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8  (a)  (2) 

Property 

55  Selby,  San  Francisco,  CA;  and  1975  Galvez,  San  Francisco,  CA 
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Persons  Negotiations: 

SFPUC:  Michael  Carlin 

55  Selby:  Selby  and  Hudson  Corporation 

1975  Galvez:  WYL  Five  Star  Service  Industries,  Inc. 

Under  Negotiation: 

Price Terms  of  Payment Both  X 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

State  Farm  Mutual  Automobile  Ins.  Co.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  14-542045 
City  Law  File  No.:  150416/Date  Filed:  October  3,  2014 
(Resolution  15-0223) 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Filip  Kesler2011  Revocable  Trust;  Brandon  Hughes  v.  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco 

San  Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.:  14-541914 
City  Law  File  No.:  150620/Date  Filed:  September  29,  2014 
(Resolution  15-0224) 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Claim 

David  Leung  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

City  Attorney  Claim  No.:  15-01980/Date  Filed:  January  5,  2015 

(Resolution  15-0225) 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  1 51 1 39/Date  Filed:  April  21 , 201 5 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 
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26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1,  2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 . 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

30.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER  15-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
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31.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water  and 
Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  2:44  PM. 

32.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

Vice  President  Moran  announced  that  settlements  were  reached  on  items  21.  22. 
and  23.  and  that  no  other  action  was  taken. 

33.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 

On  motion  not  to  disclose: 

A YES:  Moran.  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

34.  Other  new  business 
None. 

35.  Adjournment 

Vice  President  Moran  adjourned  the  meeting  at  2:45  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0212 


WHEREAS,  In  order  to  collect  hourly  consumption  data  from  all  of  its  retail  water 
customers  and  to  more  efficiently  manage  its  water  resources  and  water  system  assets  in  San 
Francisco,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  seeks  to  complete  the  final 
phase  of  installation  of  automated  water  meters  which  will  provide  enhanced  service  to 
residential  and  commercial  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  procure  the  services  of  a qualified  Advanced  Meter 
Infrastructure  (AMI)  vendor  to  provide  specialized  procurement  and  implementation  of  the  AMI 
system;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $3,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  December  2015  and  end  in  December 
2017,  and  the  duration  of  this  agreement  is  two  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Office  of  Contract  Administration  has  approved  the  request  to  enter 
into  a sole  source  agreement  with  Grid  One  Solutions,  the  sole  vendor  who  can  perform  the 
required  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Chapter  14B.8(A)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
the  San  Francisco  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  has  waived  the  Local  Business 
Enterprise  Subconsulting  Participation  Requirements  for  this  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City's  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  task  order  issuance 
from  Project  CUW68601  - Automated  Water  Meter  Program,  which  will  be  increased  via  a 
surplus  transfer  from  Project  CUW280;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  Agreement  No.  CS-1014,  Phase  III 
Installation  of  Automated  Water  Meters  to  Grid  One  Solutions,  for  procurement  and  installation 
of  automated  water  meters  as  part  of  the  Automated  Water  Meter  Program  (AWMP);  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement  with  Grid  One  Solutions  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $3,000,000,  and  with  a duration 
of  two  years. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0213 


WHEREAS,  In  October  2014,  this  Commission  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a Joint  Funding  Agreement  (JFA)  with  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  (USGS)  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $1,885,725  and  with  a duration  of  5 years,  which 
allows  for  hydrologic  monitoring  and  stream  gage  maintenance  on  the  Tuolumne  River  and  its  tributaries; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $30,970  which  will 
allow  for  the  installation  of  a replacement  flow  meter  in  the  Cherry/Eleanor  Tunnel  necessary  to  maintain 
accurate  water  diversion  records  for  water  rights  reported  to  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board,  and 
which  in  turn  will  allow  the  SFPUC  to  continue  meeting  its  obligations  under  the  Raker  Act;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  JFA,  including  the  proposed  Amendment,  are  available  from  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Operating  budget  for  fiscal  year  2015-16,  and  subsequent  years  are  subject  to  the 
budget  and  fiscal  provisions  of  the  San  Francisco  charter;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to 
execute  Amendment  No.  1 on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  to  the  JFA  with  the  USGS  in 
the  amount  of  $30,970  for  a total  not-to-exceed  amount  of  $ 1 ,9 1 6,695. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0214 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
known  as  SFPUC  Parcel  107- A in  the  City  of  Milpitas,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  of  Milpitas  (Licensee)  uses  a portion  of  SFPUC  Parcel  107- A 
(Premises)  as  a landscaped  area  under  a permit  issued  on  January  13,  1972  (1972  Permit);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  issued  a 90-day  license  (Temporary  License)  on  September  29, 
2015  to  repair,  replace,  and  maintain  certain  new  improvements  on  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  1972  Permit  terms  are  outdated  and  the  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  a 
new  five-year  revocable  license  with  no  use  fee  using  the  SFPUC's  modern  license  form  to  allow 
Licensee  to  maintain  the  existing  landscaped  area,  irrigation  system,  and  wooden  retaining  wall 
and  fence  on  the  Premises  (New  License);  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  has  agreed  to  enter  into  the  New  License  under  such  terms  and 
conditions  in  order  to  maintain  the  existing  landscaped  area,  irrigation  system,  and  wooden 
retaining  wall  and  fence  on  the  Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  adopted  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines  on  January  13,  2015, 
which  provide  that  the  SFPUC  may  issue  a revocable  license  with  no  use  fee  to  a public  agency 
if  the  license  serves  the  SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  is  a public  agency  under  Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real  Estate 
Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  New  License  serves  the  SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose  by  relieving 
the  SFPUC  of  maintenance  costs  and  the  payment  of  real  property  taxes  associated  with  the 
Premises;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  of  Milpitas  determined  that  the  fence  and  wall  replacement  are 
categorically  exempt  under  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15301  (Existing  Facilities)  and  filed  a 
Notice  of  Exemption  (NOE)  on  September  3,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Notice  Of  Exemption  and  other  materials  that  are  part  of  the  record  of 
this  approval  are  available  for  public  review  at  the  SFPUC  offices,  Real  Estate  Services  Division, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  8th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  which  is  the  custodian  of  records  for 
Responsible  Agency  Findings,  Oliver  Jones  Park  Fence  Repair  and  Park  Maintenance  SFPUC 
Revocable  License  October  2,  2015  for  the  the  revocable  license  approval;  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  the  City  of  Milpitas  filed  the  NOE  and  approved  the  Project,  there 
have  been  no  substantial  changes  in  the  Project  or  changes  in  Project  circumstances  that  would 
result  in  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously 
identified  significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that 
would  change  the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the  NOE.  The  ongoing  use  of  the  portion  of  the  City's 


Oliver  Jones  Park  that  lies  on  the  ROW  has  no  potential  to  result  in  significant  environmental 
effects;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  City  of  Milpitas  did  not  identify  any  environmental  impacts  and 
therefore  did  not  adopt  mitigation  measures  for  the  Project.  SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or 
responsibility  with  respect  to  the  Project  other  than  Project  Sponsor's  request  and  the  SFPUC 
authorization  to  approve  the  revocable  license  and  to  enable  the  Project  Sponsor's  through 
approval  of  the  revocable  license  to  carry  out  the  proposed  fence  and  wall  replacement  and 
continue  the  maintenance  and  use  or  lawn  and  irrigation  on  SFPUC's  ROW  at  Oliver  Jones  Park, 
Milpitasnow;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  that  the  New  License  serves  the 
SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose  and  is  issued  to  a public  agency  pursuant  to  Section  5.3.1  of  the 
2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines,  and  will  be  issued  with  no  use  fee;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes 
all  actions  heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  this  New  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  New  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the 
SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  New  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager 
to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  New  License,  including  without  limitation, 
the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in 
the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  City; 
are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the  New  License  or  this 
resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter. 


/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


sdJtvik- 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0215 


WHEREAS,  On  August  10,  2012,  pursuant  to  the  General  Manager’s  delegated 
authority,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS- 
206,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  (HHWP)  Support  for  Compliance  with  Regulatory 
Requirements,  and  executed  a professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $670,000,  and 
with  a term  of  four  years,  two  months,  and  22  days,  concluding  on  November  1,  2016,  with 
Watershed  Sciences,  Inc.  (WSI);  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  to  extend  the  agreement  term  by  three 
years,  in  order  to  provide  additional  survey  support  to  assist  in  the  process  of  closing  access  to 
hazard  areas,  to  help  identify  transmission  line  clearance  issues,  and  to  update  the  LiDar 
database;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  subconsulting  goal  of  5%  Local  Business 
Enterprise  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been  established  for 
this  agreement,  and  WSI  has  committed  to  6.8%  LBE  participation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  PUH-506  - 
WECC/NERC  Transmission  Line  Clearance;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  project- 
funded  Agreement  No.  CS-206,  HHWP  Support  for  Compliance  with  Regulatory  Requirements, 
with  WSI,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  this 
amendment,  with  a time  extension  of  three  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years, 
two  months,  and  22  days,  with  no  change  to  the  contract  amount. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0216 


WHEREAS,  Mountain  Tunnel  is  a critical,  non-redundant  link  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  water 
system,  conveying  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  water  supply  from 
Kirkwood  Powerhouse  to  Priest  Reservoir;  having  been  in  service  since  1925,  sections  of  the 
original  lining  have  deteriorated,  due  to  age,  original  construction  deficiencies  and  deferred 
maintenance,  leaving  the  SFPUC  vulnerable  to  not  meeting  the  Levels  of  Service  objectives  for 
water  quality  and  delivery  reliability;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  design  and  engineering  required  to  restore  the  reliability  of  Mountain 
Tunnel  cannot  be  accomplished  using  existing  City  staff  exclusively,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
procure  the  services  of  qualified  consultants  to  provide  specialized  expertise;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  is  $21,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Services  are  anticipated  to  begin  in  January  2016  and  end  in  January  2026, 
for  a not-to-exceed  agreement  duration  of  10  years; 

WHEREAS,  The  Request  for  Proposals  was  advertised  on  June  17,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
selection  panel  evaluations  and  the  proposals  resulted  in  the  determination  that  McMillen  Jacobs 
Associates  is  the  highest  ranked  consulting  firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subconsulting  goal  of  10%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided  has  been  established  for  this  agreement, 
and  McMillen  Jacobs  Associates  has  committed  to  13.84%  LBE  participation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  reach  successful  agreement  on  contract  terms  and  conditions 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising  and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firms  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may,  in  the  General  Manager’s  sole 
discretion,  result  in  award  of  the  agreement  to  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  or  re-advertising 
and  re-selecting  consultants  at  the  discretion  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  of  the 
agreement,  for  the  first  Task  Order  pertaining  to  the  Planning  tasks,  from  Projects  CUH  10220- 
Mountain  Tunnel  Inspection  and  Repair  and  CUH  10221 -Mountain  Tunnel  Bypass  projects;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  McMillen  Jacobs 
Associates;  awards  Agreement  No.  CS-249,  Planning  and  Design  Services,  Mountain  Tunnel 
Improvements,  to  provide  specialized  planning  and  engineering  services  for  the  proposed 
Mountain  Tunnel  improvements;  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate 
and  execute  a professional  services  agreement  with  McMillen  Jacobs  Associates  for  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $21,000,000,  and  with  a duration  of  10  years,  or,  in  the  event  negotiations  are  not 
successful  or  City  requirements  are  not  satisfied,  to  negotiate  and  execute  a professional  services 
agreement  with  the  next  highest  ranked  proposer,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9. 1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0217 


WHEREAS,  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program-funded  Contract 
No.  WD-2654R,  Peninsula  Vegetation  Removal  was  advertised  on  August  3,  2015:  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $7,000,000  and  the  Engineer's  Estimate  is 
510,837,209  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  remove  invasive  vegetation  that  is  degrading 
San  Francisco  garter  snake  and  Crystal  Springs  fountain  thistle  habitat;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  750  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Five  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  September  17,  2015:  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  NTK  Construction,  Inc.,  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  A CMD  subcontracting  goal  of  11%  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
participation  has  been  established  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE 
participation  of  1 1.5%  with  its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City's  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW38802,  Bioregional  Habitat 
Restoration  and  in  the  WSIP  Director's  Reserve;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  certified  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Reports  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  as  follows: 
CUW37101:  Crystal  Springs/San  Andreas  Transmission  System  Upgrades  Project,  on  April  22, 
2010,  and  CL'W35401 : Lower  Crystal  Springs  Dam  Improvements  Project  on  October  7,  2010; 
and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  11,  2010,  this  Commission,  by  Resolution  No.  10-0081 
approved  the  Crystal  Springs/San  Andreas  Transmission  System  Upgrades  Project,  which 
included  the  sites  to  be  treated  under  this  contract,  and  adopted  CEQA  findings  and  a Mitigation 
Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP);  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  15.  2010,  this  Commission  by  Resolution  No.  10-0175.  approved  the 
Lower  Crystal  Springs  Dam  Improvements  project . which  included  the  sites  to  be  treated  under 
this  contract,  and  adopted  CEQA  findings  and  an  MMRP:  and);  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Project  files,  including  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Reports  (FEIRs)  and 
SFPUC  Resolutions  No.  10-0081  and  No.  10-0175  have  been  made  available  for  review  by  this 
Commission  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the  record  before  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  FEIRs  and  the  findings  contained  in  SFPUC  Resolutions  No.  10-0081  and  No.  10-0175  and 
all  written  and  oral  information  provided  by  the  Planning  Department,  the  public,  relevant  public 
agencies,  SFPUC  and  other  experts  and  the  administrative  files  for  both  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FEIRs  and  record  as  a 
whole,  finds  that  the  FEIRs  are  adequate  for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  action 
taken  herein  to  award  Contract  No.  WD-2654R.  Peninsula  Vegetation  Removal,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  and  incorporates  the  CEQA  findings  contained  in 
Resolutions  No.  10-0081  and  No.  10-0175  including  the  Statements  of  Overriding 
Considerations  by  this  reference  thereto  as  though  set  forth  in  these  Resolutions;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  further  finds  that  since  these  FEIRs  were  finalized,  there 
have  been  no  substantial  project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  either  project’s 
circumstances  that  would  require  major  revisions  to  the  FEIRs  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant 
impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the 
conclusions  set  forth  in  the  FEIRs;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  Water  Enterprise  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Program-funded  Contract  No. 
WD-2654R,  Peninsula  Vegetation  Removal,  in  the  amount  of  $11,062,544,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  NTK  Construction,  Inc. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 

nP 

iMMiUL  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0218 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  have 
developed  a project  description  for  Project  No.  CWWSIPTPNP01  - North  Point  Facility  Outfall 
System  Rehabilitation  Project  (Project);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  objectives  of  the  Project  are  to  restore  hydraulic  discharge  capacity, 
increase  reliability,  and  extend  its  service  life  for  30  years  to  ensure  continued  compliance  with 
the  Wastewater  Enterprise  National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES)  permit 
through  interior  cleaning  and  lining  of  the  outfall  system,  removal  of  sediment  that  has 
accumulated  over  and  within  the  diffusers  at  the  end  of  each  outfall  pipe,  replacing  the  cathodic 
protection  system,  adding  air  release  mechanisms,  and  modifying  Manhole  No.  5 located  in  The 
Embarcadero  at  the  intersection  of  Bay  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  September  18,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  determined  that  the 
Project  is  categorically  exempt  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines 
Section  15301  (Existing  Structures);  and 

WHEREAS,  This  approval  action  enables  staff  to  complete  the  loan  application  to  the 
State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (SWRCB)  under  the  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund 
(CWSRF)  Loan  Program  for  Project  design  and  construction  funding;  and 

WHEREAS,  Planned  future  actions  by  the  Commission  include  a request  to  approve  a 
construction  contractor  award,  and  approval  of  the  CWRSF  loan  agreement  and;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  is  authorized  to  apply  for, 
accept,  and  execute  required  approvals  from  the  Port  of  San  Francisco,  US  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers,  California  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board,  and  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
Conservation  and  Development  Commission,  and  other  regulatory  approvals  as  required.  To  the 
extent  that  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  necessary  approvals  will  require  SFPUC  to  indemnify 
other  parties,  those  indemnity  obligations  are  subject  to  review  and  approval  by  the  San 
Francisco  Risk  Manager.  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  agree  to  such  terms  and 
conditions  that  are  within  the  lawful  authority  of  the  agency  to  impose,  in  the  public  interest, 
and,  in  the  judgment  of  the  General  Manager,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are 
reasonable  and  appropriate  for  the  scope  and  duration  of  the  required  approval,  as  necessary  for 
the  Project;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Project  Number 
CWWSIPTPNP01  - North  Point  Facility  Outfall  System  Rehabilitation  Project,  and  authorizes 
the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  implement  the  project,  to  proceed  with  completion  of 
the  CWSRF  loan  application  and  to  negotiate  and  execute  required  approvals  from  the  Port  of 
San  Francisco  and  other  regulatory  agencies,  provided  that  he  returns  to  the  Commission  to  seek 
approval  of  the  construction  contract  award  and  the  CWRSF  loan  agreement. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0219 

* 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  have 
developed  a project  description  for  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE04  - Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  Primary  and  Secondary  Clarifiers  Upgrades  Project  (Project);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  objectives  of  the  Project  are  to  address  aging  mechanical,  electrical  and 
structural  infrastructure  in  Buildings  042  (Sedimentation  Building  Number  2)  and  230 
(Secondary  Sedimentation  Tanks)  at  the  SEP  in  the  liquids  treatment  facilities.  Due  to 
deterioration  caused  by  the  corrosive  environment,  the  tanks  covers,  handrails  and  ductwork 
requires  replacement  in  Building  042.  Due  to  corrosion  the  mechanism  inside  the  Secondary 
Sedimentation  Tanks  (Building  230,  clarifiers)  including  the  suction  header,  influent  well,  center 
column,  sludge  manifold,  scum  box,  scum  skimmer,  drive  box  and  access  bridge  would  be 
demolished  and  replaced  in  eight  (1,  2,  5,  6,  11,  12,  15  and  16)  of  16  tanks.  Cracks  in  the 
concrete  walls  of  the  tanks  and  effluent  launder  and  corroded  steel  reinforcing  bars  would  also  be 
repaired.  Motor  Control  Centers  (MCC)  housed  in  Building  260  (Secondary  Sludge  Control 
Building),  would  be  removed  and  replaced;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  18,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  determined  that  the  Project  is 
categorically  exempt  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section 
15301  (Existing  Structures);  and 

WHEREAS,  This  approval  action  enables  staff  to  complete  the  loan  application  to  the 
State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (SWRCB)  under  the  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund 
(CWSRF)  Loan  Program  for  Project  design  and  construction  funding;  and 

WHEREAS,  Planned  future  actions  include  a request  to  the  Commission  to  approve  the 
construction  contractor  award  and  CWRSF  loan  agreement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Project  Number  CWWSIPSE04  - 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Primary  and  Secondary  Clarifiers  Upgrades  Project,  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  implement  the  project,  and  to  proceed  with 
completion  of  the  CWSRF  loan  application,  provided  that  he  returns  to  the  Commission  to  seek 
approval  of  construction  contractor  award  and  the  CWRSF  loan  agreement. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0220 


WHEREAS.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  have 
developed  a project  description  for  Project  No.  CWWSIPSE05,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  (SEP)  Building  521/522  and  Disinfection  Upgrades  (Project);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  objectives  of  the  Project  are  construct  a new  building  to  house  electrical 
and  hydraulic  controls  (Building  522),  complete  necessary  improvements  and  repairs  to  the 
existing  Post-Chlorination  Building  (Building  521),  Chlorine  Contact  Channels  (Building  530) 
and  to  the  No.  3 water  system  to  ensure  continued  compliance  with  the  Wastewater  Enterprise 
(WWE)  National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES)  permit;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  18,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  issued  a categorical 
exemption  determination  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines 
Section  15303  (New  Construction  or  Conversion  of  Small  Structures)  for  the  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Because  SEP  has  very  limited  space  for  construction  staging,  construction 
management,  and  construction  worker  parking,  the  WWE  intends  to  pursue  a short-term  lease  for 
the  property  at  2 Rankin  Street  (Block  5215,  Lot  016,  Zoning  District  PDR-2  (Production, 
Distribution  and  Repair),  and  80-E  Height  and  Bulk  District).  The  site  will  be  used  as  a staging 
area  for  different  construction  projects  taking  place  at  SEP.  Projects  will  leave  the  site  as  they 
are  completed  and  new  projects  will  use  the  site  as  they  are  started.  Prior  to  other  uses  and 
improvements  to  the  site,  environmental  review  will  be  completed  for  those  projects  which  will 
use  the  site  as  a staging  area.  The  lease  agreement  for  the  approximately  68,000  square  feet 
vacant  parcel  will  be  negotiated  and  executed  with  the  California  Department  of  Transportation 
(“Caltrans”)  a period  of  three  years  (which  can  be  extended  upon  agreement  of  both  parties)  for  a 
not-to-exceed  amount  of  $675,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  approval  action  authorizes  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to 
prepare  and  file  a loan  application  to  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (SWRCB)  under 
the  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund  (CWSRF)  Loan  Program  for  Project  design  and 
construction  funding;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Project  Number  CWWSIPSE05, 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Building  521/522  and  Disinfection  Upgrades,  and 
authorizes  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  implement  the  Project,  including  authority  to 
negotiate  and  execute  the  lease  agreement  with  the  California  Department  of  Transportation  for 
the  use  of  the  property  at  2 Rankin  Street  for  a period  of  three  years,  provided  that  he  returns  to 
the  Commission  to  seek  approval  of  the  construction  contractor  award  and  of  the  CWRSF  loan 
agreement. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0221 


WHEREAS,  Irrigated  landscapes  contribute  significantly  to  the  quality  of  life  of  the 
people  of  San  Francisco  by  providing  areas  for  active  and  passive  recreation  and  as  an 
enhancement  to  the  environment  by  cleaning  air  and  water,  preventing  erosion,  and  adding  to  the 
natural  beauty  of  our  commercial,  industrial,  and  residential  neighborhoods;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  has  been  a leader  in  water  conservation  policy  in  California 
and  currently  has  one  of  the  lowest  per  capita  uses  of  water  in  the  state;  and 

WHEREAS,  Our  potable  water  supply  is  a vital  public  resource  that  faces  ever  increasing 
demands;  and  landscape  design,  installation,  maintenance,  and  management  can  and  should  be 
water  efficient;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  2006,  the  California  Legislature  passed  and  the  Governor  signed 
Assembly  Bill  1881,  the  Water  Conservation  in  Landscaping  Act,  which  enacted  Article  10.8  of 
the  California  Government  Code  requiring  that  local  agencies  adopt  a water  efficient  landscape 
program  that  meets  water  conservation  criteria  and  standards  adopted  by  the  California 
Department  of  Water  Resources;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  adoption  of  the  Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  on  November  23,  2010,  and  the  adoption  of 
the  Rules  for  Water  Efficient  Irrigation  by  this  Commission  on  May  25,  2010  improve  the 
effectiveness  of  the  City's  landscape  water  efficiency  program  and  ensure  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  State's  Water  Conservation  in  Landscaping  Act;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  1,  2015  Governor  Brown  issued  Drought  Executive  Order  B-29-15 
directing  the  California  Department  of  Water  Resource  to  update  the  state  Model  Water  Efficient 
Landscape  Ordinance  to  increase  water  efficiency  standards  for  new  and  existing  landscapes  to 
reduce  potable  water  use  for  landscape  irrigation;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  15,  2015  the  California  Water  Commission  approved  the  state’s 
revisions  to  the  Model  Water  Efficient  Landscape  Ordinance  and  local  agencies  have  until 
December  2015  to  adopt  amendments  to  their  local  ordinances  and  regulations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Adoption  of  the  amended  Ordinance  and  Rules  and  Regulations  Governing 
Water  Service  to  Customers  will  continue  to  promote  the  values  and  benefits  of  landscapes  while 
recognizing  the  need  to  invest  water  and  other  resources  as  efficiently  as  possible;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  caused  a notice  of  public  hearing  on  the  proposed  amendments 
to  Section  F,  Water  Efficient  Irrigation,  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  Governing  Water  Service 
to  Customers  and  the  proposed  amendments  were  publicly  noticed  in  accordance  with  the 
Charter;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  20,  2010  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  Environmental 
Review  Officer  determined  the  Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance  and  the  Rules  for  Water 
Efficient  Irrigation  were  categorically  exempt  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
(CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15308,  Class  8,  Actions  by  Regulatory  Agencies  for  Protection  of 
the  Environment.  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  and  is 
incorporated  herein  by  reference;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission,  pursuant  to  its  Charter  authority  to  adopt  rules  and 
regulations,  hereby  amends  Section  F of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  Governing  Water  Service  to 
Customers,  as  provided  in  the  copy  of  draft  amendments  to  Section  F on  file  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  effective  January  1,  2016;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  urges  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  pass,  and  urges  Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee  to  sign,  the 
amended  Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO. 15-0222 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  the  management  and  control  of  the 
Community  Choice  Aggregation  (CCA)  program  is  the  responsibility  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ord.  No.  146-07,  Section  1(a));  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  established  a CCA  program  in 
2004  (Ordinance  86-04)  and  has  implemented  the  program,  called  CleanPowerSF,  through  the 
work  of  the  SFPUC  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco  Local  Agency  Formation 
Commission  (Ordinances  146-07,  147-07,  and  232-09);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  goals  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  are  to  (1)  provide  electricity  and 
related  services  at  competitive  rates  while  promoting  long-term  rate  stability,  energy  security 
and  reliability  for  San  Francisco;  (2)  reduce,  and  eventually  eliminate,  the  greenhouse  gas 
emissions  associated  with  the  use  of  electricity  in  San  Francisco;  and  (3)  to  the  greatest  extent 
possible  and  affordable,  support  the  development  of  new  clean  energy  infrastructure  and  new 
employment  opportunities  for  San  Franciscans;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  12,  2015  (Resolution  15-01 12),  the  Commission  set  initial  “not-to- 
exceed”  rates,  finding  that  the  CleanPowerSF  retail  rates  must  be  adequate  to  support 
CleanPowerSF' s operations,  including  recovery  of  program  reserves  and  allow  for  the  Power 
Enterprise  to  be  financially  stable  and  in  compliance  with  its  reserve  policies;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  adopted  a ratemaking  methodology  for  the 
CleanPowerSF  program  that  is  intended  to  result  in  bills  that  are  equal  to  or  less  than  PG&E 
bills  for  customers  enrolling  in  the  default  product  at  program  launch;  and 

WHEREAS,  A primary  factor  in  ensuring  that  the  “not-to-exceed"  rates  are  equal  to  or 
less  than  PG&E's  bills  will  be  procuring  competitively  priced  energy  to  support  the 
CleanPowerSF  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  11,  2015  SFPUC  issued  a Request  for  Offers  (RFO),  CS-1032, 
which  stated  that  SFPUC  seeks  to  procure  a minimum  of  30  megawatts  (MWs)  (average 
demand)  growing  to  approximately  50  MW  of  electricity  for  the  first  phase  of  the 
CleanPowerSF  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  CS-1032,  sought  proposals  for  three  types  of  products:  Bid  Option  1 
(firmed  and  shaped  energy),  Bid  Option  2 (renewable  power),  and  Resource  Adequacy  (RA) 
Capacity;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bid  Option  1 requested  proposals  for  shaped  energy  meeting 
CleanPowerSF  Phase  1 energy  volumes,  an  annual  GHG  emissions  standard,  and  annual 
renewable  energy  content  requirements  with  a term  of  three  to  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS  Bid  Option  2 sought  renewable  energy  produced  and  delivered  by  new  or 
existing  generating  facilities  with  a term  of  one  to  25  years,  including,  to  the  extent  available, 
the  RA  Capacity  for  any  generating  facilities  that  have  achieved  or  are  expected  to  achieve  full 
capacity  deliverability  status;  and 


WHEREAS,  CS-1032  sought  bids  for  a sufficient  quantity  of  RA  Capacity  to  satisfy  the 
applicable  requirements  for  CleanPowerSF’s  Phase  1 loads,  with  a minimum  delivery  term  of 
one  year  and  no  more  than  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  CS-1032  stated  that  SFPUC  would  negotiate  the  purchase  of  electricity 
under  both  Bid  Option  1 and  Bid  Option  2 using  the  industry  standard  agreements,  including  the 
Edison  Electric  Institute  Master  Agreement  and  the  Western  Systems  Power  Pool  agreement, 
approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  previously  (Board  of  Supervisors  Ord.  No.  75-15);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  use  of  industry  pro 
forma  agreements  to  purchase  electricity,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  execute  certain 
contracts  necessary  to  launch  the  CleanPowerSF  program,  subject  to  conditions  (Board  of 
Supervisors  Ord.  No.  75-15);  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  satisfy  the  minimum  requirements  of  CS-1032,  respondents 
were  required  to:  describe  the  company’s  organization,  key  persons,  operations  and  third  parties 
relied  upon  to  provide  the  proposed  services;  describe  its  overall  ability  and  qualifications  to 
deliver  each  Bid  Option;  describe  the  respondent’s  (or  its  guarantor’s)  financial  viability  and 
credit  support  by  providing  audited  financial  statements,  credit  rating  history  for  the  previous 
two  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  six  proposals  responsive  to  Bid  Option  1,  and  on 
September  14,  2015,  notified  Calpine  Energy  Services,  L.P.,  Constellation,  and  Morgan  Stanley 
that  they  had  been  shortlisted  for  Bid  Option  1 ; and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  52  proposals  responsive  to  Bid  Option  2,  and  on 
September  25,  2015,  notified  Calpine  Energy  Services,  L.P.,  E.ON,  EDF  Renewable 
Development,  LLC,  First  Solar,  FTP  Power  LLC,  dba  Sustainable  Power  Group  (sPower), 
Iberdrola  Renewables,  Republic  Services  of  Sonoma  County,  Inc.,  8minutenergy,  Centaurus 
Renewable  Energy,  LLC  / Clenera,  LLC  that  their  Bid  Option  2 proposals  were  selected  for 
further  consideration;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  five  proposals  responsive  to  RA  Capacity  and  on 
October  20,  2015  notified  Calpine  Energy  Services,  L.P.,  Constellation  and  EWP  Renewable 
Corporation  that  their  RA  Capacity  proposals  were  selected  for  further  consideration;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  is  preparing  a draft  business  plan  and  risk  assessment  that  will 
be  completed  prior  to  a decision  to  launch  the  CleanPowerSF  program;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  approves  the  pool  of  qualified  respondents  identified 
in  this  Resolution  for  Bid  Option  1,  Bid  Option  2 and  Resource  Adequacy  Capacity  and 
authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  energy  supply  contracts  with  one  or  more  of  the 
respondents;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  conditionally  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  to  execute  energy  supply  contracts  with  one  or  more  of  the  respondents,  subject  to  the 
following  conditions,  and  to  submit  the  contracts  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  its  review,  if 
required: 

(i)  the  contract  pricing  is  consistent  with  the  ratesetting  priorities  adopted  by  the 
Commission  in  Resolution  15-01 12;(ii)  , renewable  energy  supplied  under  a contract  pursuant  to 


Bid  Option  1 or  Bid  Option  2 is  from  resources  eligible  to  be  counted  as  California  Renewables 
Portfolio  Standard  Portfolio  Content  Category  1 resources;  (iii)  counterparties  to  any  contract 
must  maintain  investment  grade  credit  rating  or  provide  equivalent  credit  support  for  the 
duration  of  the  contract  through  cash  collateral,  a letter  of  credit,  a first  or  second  lien  on  the 
generating  facility  or  an  alternative  credit  mechanism;  (iv)  the  total  volume  of  power  procured 
under  Bid  Option  1 and  Bid  Option  2 shall  not  exceed  50  MWs  (average); 

(v)  the  duration  of  contracts  under  Bid  Option  1 shall  not  exceed  five  years;  (vi)  the 
duration  of  contracts  under  Bid  Option  2 shall  not  exceed  25  years;  (vii)  the  duration  of 
contracts  for  Resource  Adequacy  Capacity  only  shall  not  exceed  5 years(viii)  the  total  quantity 
of  Resource  Adequacy  Capacity  shall  not  exceed  the  quantity  required  by  state  law  for  load  of 
50  MWs  (average); 

(ix)  the  total  cost  of  all  energy  supply  contracts  shall  not  exceed  $35  million/year;  and  be 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  intends  to  review  the  expected  costs  of 
CCA  service  and  consider  authorizing  the  General  Manager  to  finalize  the  schedule  of  rates  and 
charges  for  the  initial  offering,  prior  to  commencement  of  the  opt-out  process;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  contracts  will  not  be  effective  until  the  SFPUC  has 
reviewed  the  CleanPowerSF  business  plan  and  risk  assessment  and  adopted  business  practice 
policies  for  CleanPowerSF;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  the  General  Manager  will  report  to  the  SFPUC  on  the 
final  schedule  of  rates  and  charges  for  the  initial  offering,  prior  to  commencement  of  the  opt-out 
process;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  before  making  any  future  decisions  to  construct  or 
cause  the  construction  of  specific  renewable  energy  projects  subject  to  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  the  SFPUC  will  consider  any  environmental  review 
documents  prepared  by  the  City  or  another  lead  agency  in  compliance  with  CEQA  and,  if  it 
approves  such  projects,  the  SFPUC  will  make  or  adopt  any  required  CEQA  findings  as  part 
of  such  approval  actions. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  October  27,  2015. 


it 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water 


Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  November  10,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Francesca  Vietor,  President 
Anson  Moran,  Vice  President 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfqov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (41 5)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood@sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance"  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrativo  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission’s  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31.16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department’s 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.orq/index.aspx?paqe=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1.  Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  October  27,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Forecast  of  SFPUC’s  Procurement  Plan 

d)  WSIP  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 

e)  Response  to  Commissioner  Question  06.23.15-04:  Folsom  Street  Flooding 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Report  (Flom) 

i.  Post  Audit  - Financial  Transactions  and  Continuous  Monitoring  Program 

ii.  Citywide  Cash  Disbursements  Assessment 

iii.  Annual  Physical  Inventory  Count 

iv.  Health  & Safety  Program  Performance  Assessment,  Phase  I 

v.  Political  Activity  Fund  Compliance  Assessment  of  Select  Vendors, 
Citywide 

vi.  Priority  Conservation  Area  Grant  Program 

c)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report  (Sandler) 

d)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Reports  (How) 

e)  WSIP  Quarterly  Update  and  Report  (Wade) 

• WSIP  Regional  Report 

• WSIP  Local  Report 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 
525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415) 
554-3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 
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CONSENT  CALENDAR 


8.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 
routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 


a) 


b) 


c) 


d) 
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Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  an  amendment  providing  for  a 
12-month  extension  for  a revocable  license  to  Coastside  County  Water  District 
to  install  and  use  a temporary  above-ground  12-inch  diameter  PVC  pipeline, 
approximately  2,000  feet  in  length,  within  a portion  of  SFPUC  Parcel  31  in 
unincorporated  San  Mateo  County,  California,  without  a use  fee.  (Russell) 

Approve  the  selection  of  Aclara  Technologies  LLC;  award  Agreement  No.  CS- 
1039(ITS),  Aclara  Software  as  a Services  Agreement,  to  provide  software  and 
data  hosting  services;  and  authorize  to  negotiate  and  execute  a SaaS  Agreement 
with  Aclara  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $1,940,374,  and  with  a duration  of 
up  to  10  years.  (Sandler) 

Approve  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Contract,  Don  Pedro 
Reservoir  Crossing  1 15  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines;  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager  to  execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  for  the  existing  Contract 
No.  HH-960  from  System  3,  Inc.,  to  RES  System  3,  LLC.  (How) 

Approve  Contract  No.  JOC-26,  Electrical  (C-10  License),  Governor  & Exciter 
Systems  for  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  San  Francisco/Peninsula/East  Bay  to 
Hetch  Hetchy;  and  authorize  General  Manager  to  execute  a Consent  to 
Assignment  for  the  existing  contract  from  System  3,  Inc.  to  RES  System  3,  LLC. 

(How) 

Approve  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Contract,  Electrical 
(C-10  License),  Governor  & Exciter  Systems  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Hydroelectric 
Powerhouses;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  a Consent  to 
Assignment  for  the  existing  contract  from  System  3,  Inc.  to  RES  System  3,  LLC. 

(How) 

Approve  Modification  No.  22  to  Contract  No.  WD-2685,  Earthquake  Safety  and 
Emergency  Response  Bond  Contract,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  Reservoir 
and  Tanks  Improvement  (2013),  with  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.,  to  seismically 
improve  Ashbury  Heights  Tank,  Jones  Street  Tank,  and  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir, 
extending  the  contract  duration  by  90  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  three  months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  815  consecutive 
calendar  days  (approximately  two  years  and  three  months).  (How) 

Accept  work  performed  by  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2697,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  - New  Cisterns  C;  Approve  Modification 
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No.  6 (Final)  decreasing  the  contract  amount  by  $144,354,  to  reconcile  final 
payment  items  to  reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance  bid 
items,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,098,410,  with  a time  extension  of  100 
consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  555  consecutive 
calendar  days  (approximately  one  year  and  seven  months);  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  (How) 

h)  Approve  Modification  No.  1,  to  Contract  No.  WW-559R,  Fixed  Gas  Monitoring 
System  Upgrades,  with  U.S.  Electric  Technologies  Inc.,  to  account  for  additional 
replacements  of  fixed  gas  monitoring  devices  at  existing  locations,  extending  the 
contract  duration  by  180  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  six 
“ months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of  545  consecutive  calendar  days 
X~\  (approximately  one  year  and  six  months),  with  no  change  to  the  contract  value. 

(How) 


i)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the 
amount  of  $1,500,000;  and  an  extension  in  the  contract  duration  contingency 
ro  of  up  to  156  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Contact  No.  WD-2727,  Peninsula 
Pipeline  Seismic  Upgrade  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his 
designee,  to  approve  modifications  to  the  contract,  if  appropriate,  for  a total 
^ contract  amount  up  to  $24,310,018  and  for  a total  revised  contract  duration 
of  716  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  two  years).  (How) 


j)  Accept  Contract  No.  WD-2446,  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program 
ro  for  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  Hartford,  18th,  19th  and  Noe 
^ Streets;  Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  amount  by 

l.o  $34,260  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $1 ,434,212,  with  no  time  extension,  for  a 

^ total  duration  of  264  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment 
to  the  contractor.  (How) 


REGULAR  SESSION 

9.  Adopt  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act ; Approve 
the  termination  of  four  utility  easements  encumbering  Block  8722,  Lot  001, 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  the  Termination  of  Easement 
and  Easement  Quitclaim  Deeds,  transferring  the  City  and  County  of  San 

^ Francisco’s  interests  in  those  easements  to  GSW  Arena  LLC,  subject  to  the 

in  Board  of  Supervisor’s  approval  of  an  ordinance  ordering  the  summary  vacation  of 

those  utility  easements,  and  satisfaction  of  the  conditions  set  forth  in  that 
ordinance.  (Carlin) 

CEQA-related  documents: 

http://www.qsweventcenter.com 

10.  Adopt  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  Approve  the 
plans  and  specifications;  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-605R,  Mission  and 
Valencia  Streets  Green  Gateway,  in  the  amount  of  $2,949,013  to  the  lowest, 


qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Anvil  Builders,  Inc.,  to  build  green 
infrastructures,  replace  water  and  sewer  pipelines,  and  perform  necessary 
upgrades  across  two  blocks  of  Valencia  Street  and  one  block  of  Mission  Street. 

(How) 


1 1 . Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
proposed  amendments  to  the  2015  Stormwater  Management  Ordinance 
(SMO)  and  Stormwater  Design  Guidelines  to  achieve  compliance  with  the  2013 
MS4  Permit  requirements,  and  to  reflect  improvements  made  in  the  SFPUC’s 
Stormwater  Control  Plan  review  process.  Proposed  amendments  clarify  the 
Jo  definition  of  a project  subject  to  the  SMO  and  add  a Small  Project  threshold  to  the 
T_l  SMO.  (Moala) 
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Award  Grant  Agreement  to  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  to  fund 
the  planning  and  design  for  incorporating  stormwater  management  technologies 
into  a preexisting  Green  Schoolyard  project  design  for  Robert  Louis  Stevenson 
Elementary  School,  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $177,000,  and  with  a duration 
of  two  years  and  five  months.  (Ellis) 

Approve  Modification  to  Contract  No.  WD-2750,  increase  in  the  construction 
contract  cost  contingency  for  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  in  the 
amount  of  $425,000  with  an  extension  of  the  contract  duration  of  60 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  two  months);  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the 
contract,  if  appropriate,  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  of  $10,556,786  and 
for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  340  consecutive  calendar  days 
(approximately  1 1 .3  months).  (Ritchie) 

Authorize  and  execute  an  Installment  Sale  Agreement  to  secure  a State 
Revolving  Fund  Loan  not-to-exceed  $7,435,000  for  the  construction  of  Lake 
Merced  Green  Infrastructure  - Holloway  Green  Street  Project.  (Sandler) 

Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding 
(MOU)  with  the  General  Services  Agency’s  (GSA’s)  Office  of  Contract 
Administration  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  GSA’s  Real 
Estate  Division,  establishing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  jurisdictional 
transfer  of  the  property  at  1800  Jerrold  in  San  Francisco  to  the  SFPUC, 
including:  (1)  payment  of  up  to  $73,700,000,  the  value  determined  by  the  City’s 
Director  of  Property  as  necessary  for  the  functional  replacement  of  the  existing 
use  of  1800  Jerrold  for  the  City’s  Central  Fleet  Maintenance  Shop;  (2)  SFPUC  to 
obtain  jurisdiction  over  properties  at  555  Selby  and  1975  Galvez  in  San 
Francisco  proposed  for  acquisition  for  Central  Shops  (Acquired  Sites)  relocation, 
subject  to  Central  Shops  right  to  use  the  Acquired  Sites  for  its  functions;  and  (3) 
other  MOU  terms  and  conditions,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of 
the  jurisdictional  transfers,  consistent  with  the  MOU,  and  related  approval  actions 
necessary  to  implement  the  MOU.  The  proposed  action  constitutes  the  Approval 


Action  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(Carlin) 

16.  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  approve  two  proposed 
Appendices  to  the  Rules  & Regulations  Governing  Electric  Service, 

approved  by  Resolution  10-0018  on  February  9,  2010.  Appendix  I would  establish 
technical  standards  for  the  SFPUC’s  provision  of  electrical  service.  Appendix  II 
would  establish  protocols  for  the  SFPUC’s  provision  of  new  distribution  line  and 
'rH’  service  line  extensions.  (Flale) 

17.  WORKSHOP:  Presentation  and  discussion  of  CleanPowerSF  risk  assessment, 

business  plan,  and  business  practice  policies.  (Hale) 

18.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  seek  Board  of  Supervisors’  approval  to:  (a) 
amend  legislation  establishing  the  CleanPowerSF  fund  structure  within  the 
City’s  financial  management  system,  and  adopt  enabling  legislation  as  required, 
consistent  with  development  of  an  appropriation  and  funds  certification  process 

' r with  the  City  Controller;  (b)  subject  to  Mayor  and  Controller  approval,  authorize  a 
r'"*  supplemental  appropriation  of  funds  for  an  additional  loan  to  CleanPowerSF 
w-}  of  up  to  $4  million  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Enterprise  fund  balance,  for  a total 
”-H  loan  amount  not  to  exceed  $8  million,  as  may  be  necessary  to  launch 

CleanPowerSF;  and  (c)  amend  existing  CleanPowerSF  working  capital  loan 
repayment  terms  to  extend  the  loan  repayment  term  from  two  years  to  five  years 
from  program  launch,  at  an  interest  rate  equal  to  the  otherwise  applicable  County 
wide  pool  rate,  and  apply  these  terms  for  a total  loan  amount  not  to  exceed  $8 
million.  (Sandler) 

19.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

20.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Unlitiqated  Claim 

Charles  Peppers  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Law  No.:  150787/Date  Filed:  July  16,  2013 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 


Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139/Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  114  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67. 1 0 (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1 ) and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1 ) 

(Mueller) 


Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)(Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

31 . Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 

32.  Other  new  business 

33.  Adjournment 
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NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  November  10,  2015-  1:30  PM 
City  Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94102,  at  a Regular  Meeting  of  the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 
COMMISSION  (SFPUC):  Public  Hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to 
approve  two  proposed  Appendices  to  the  Rules  & Regulations  Governing 
Electric  Service,  approved  by  Resolution  10-0018  on  February  9,  2010. 
Appendix  I would  establish  technical  standards  for  the  SFPUC’s  provision 
of  electrical  service.  Appendix  II  would  establish  protocols  for  the  SFPUC’s 
provision  of  new  distribution  line  and  service  line  extensions.  The  detailed 
agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at  least  72  hours  before  the 
scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC  website  www.sfwater.org,  or  by  calling 
(415)554-3165. 
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1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
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Commissioners 

Francesca  Vietor,  President 
Anson  Moran,  Vice  President 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http.//sanfranc[Sco.granicuS-Com/ViewPublisher.php?view  id=22 


1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Vietor  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:38  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Vietor.  Moran , Courtney  and  Kwon. 

President  Vietor  stated  that,  due  to  the  length  of  the  agenda,  a time  limit  of  two 
minutes  per  person  would  be  implemented  for  public  comment  on  all  agenda  items. 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  October  27,  201 5 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes  of  October  27,  2015: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

• Ms.  Blaine  Bachelor  spoke  to  flooding  issues  in  her  neighborhood. 

• Mr.  David  Hooper,  New  Mission  Terrace  Improvement  Association,  discussed 
flooding  in  his  Cayuga  neighborhood. 

• Ms.  Donna  (inaudible)  discussed  flooding  issues  in  Cayuga. 

Commissioner  Caen  arrived  at  1:45  PM. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Forecast  of  SFPUC’s  Procurement  Plan 

d)  WSIP  Status  of  Construction  Change  Orders 

e)  Response  to  Commissioner  Question  06.23.15-04:  Folsom  Street  Flooding 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 
None. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  Water,  provided  a drought 
update.  He  discussed  current  reservoir  storage  levels ; Cumulative  precipitation ; 
Snowpack:  Upcountry  6-station  precipitation  index ; Bay  Area  7-station 
precipitation  index ; Precipitation  Forecasts:  Total  deliveries:  and  total  system 
water  savings. 
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Mr.  Harlan  Kelly,  General  Manager  (GM),  provided  thoughts  on  public  comments 
related  to  flooding.  He  indicated  that  the  flooding  issue  will  be  placed  on  a future 
agenda,  and  stated  that  staff  will  work  individually  with  homeowners. 

b)  Quarterly  Audit  and  Performance  Review  Report 

i.  Post  Audit  - Financial  Transactions  and  Continuous  Monitoring  Program 

ii.  Citvwide  Cash  Disbursements  Assessment 

iii.  Annual  Physical  Inventory  Count 

iv.  Health  & Safety  Program  Performance  Assessment,  Phase  I 

v.  Political  Activity  Fund  Compliance  Assessment  of  Select  Vendors, 

Citvwide 

vi.  Priority  Conservation  Area  Grant  Program 

Ms.  Nancy  Horn,  Director,  Assurance  and  Internal  Controls,  offered  a summary  of 
the  audits  performed  and  reports  issued  during  the  quarter.  She  noted  audits  and 
reports  that  are  scheduled  during  the  next  12  months. 

c)  Quarterly  Budget  Status  Report 

Mr.  Eric  Sandler,  AGM  Business  Services  and  CFO,  provided  a Q1  budget  status 
report.  He  discussed  general  observations;  FY  16  Water ; Wastewater,  and 
Hetchy  Budget  variances ; and  reviewed  key  reserve  ratios. 

AGM  Sandler  responded  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Caen  regarding  the 
debt  service. 

d)  Water  Enterprise  Capital  Improvement  Program  Quarterly  Reports 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM,  Infrastructure,  discussed  two  projects  that  are  behind 
schedule  (Sunol  Fire  Suppression  System  and  SF  Groundwater  Supply  Project). 

e)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  Quarterly  Update  and  Report 

• WSIP  Regional  Report 

• WSIP  Local  Report 

Mr.  Dan  Wade,  WSIP  Director,  provided  a WSIP  update.  He  indicated  that  the 
WSIP  is  overall  90.8  percent  complete  and  is  on-budget.  He  discussed  recent 
accomplishments.  Director  Wade  provided  a pre-construction  update  for  the 
Alameda  Creed  Recapture  and  the  Alameda  Creek  Fish  Passage  Facilities 
Projects.  He  reviewed  the  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Project  (Spillway  and 
Borrow  Area  B),  and  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery. 

Commissioner  Moran  thanked  Mr.  Wade  for  his  comments  and  requested  that 
subsequent  presentations  include  challenges. 

Public  Comments 

• Ms.  Nicole  Sandkulla,  BAWSCA.  thanked  Mr.  Wade  and  his  team  for  their 
accomplishments.  She  discussed  concerns  with  the  WSIP  budget. 
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The  Commission  Secretary  read  the  Consent  Calendar  items,  stating  that  item  8d 
was  removed  as  the  contract  is  completed  and  there  are  no  outstanding  task  orders. 

8.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  an  amendment  providing  for  a 
12-month  extension  for  a revocable  license  to  Coastside  County  Water  District  to 
install  and  use  a temporary  above-ground  12-inch  diameter  PVC  pipeline, 
approximately  2,000  feet  in  length,  within  a portion  of  SFPUC  Parcel  31  in 
unincorporated  San  Mateo  County,  California,  without  a use  fee.  (Resolution  15- 
0226) 

b)  Approve  the  selection  of  Aclara  Technologies  LLC;  award  Agreement  No.  CS- 
1039(ITS),  Aclara  Software  as  a Services  Agreement,  to  provide  software  and 
data  hosting  services;  and  authorize  to  negotiate  and  execute  a SaaS  Agreement 
with  Aclara  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $1 ,940,374,  and  with  a duration  of  up  to 
10  years.  (Resolution  15-0227) 

c)  Approve  Contract  No.  HH-960,  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Contract,  Don  Pedro 
Reservoir  Crossing  1 15  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines;  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager  to  execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  for  the  existing  Contract 
No.  HH-960  from  System  3.  Inc.,  to  RES  System  3.  LLC.  (Resolution  15-0228) 

d)  Approve  Contract  No.  JOC-26,  Electrical  (C-10  License),  Governor  & Exciter 
Systems  for  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses.  San  Francisco/Peninsula/East  Bay  to 
Hetch  Hetchy;  and  authorize  General  Manager  to  execute  a Consent  to 
Assignment  for  the  existing  contract  from  System  3,  Inc,  to  RES  System  3,  LLC. 
Item  9d  was  removed  from  the  calendar  and  not  considered. 

e)  Approve  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Contract,  Electrical  (C- 
10  License).  Governor  & Exciter  Systems  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Hydroelectric 
Powerhouses;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  a Consent  to 
Assignment  for  the  existing  contract  from  System  3,  Inc,  to  RES  System  3,  LLC. 

(Resolution  15-0229) 

f)  Approve  Modification  No.  22  to  Contract  No.  WD-2685,  Earthguake  Safety  and 
Emergency  Response  Bond  Contract.  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  Reservoir 
and  Tanks  Improvement  (2013),  with  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.,  to  seismically 
improve  Ashbury  Heights  Tank,  Jones  Street  Tank,  and  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir, 
extending  the  contract  duration  by  90  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total 
contract  duration  of  815  consecutive  calendar  days.  (Resolution  15-0230) 

g)  Accept  work  performed  by  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2697,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  - New  Cisterns  C;  Approve  Modification  No. 
6 (Final)  decreasing  the  contract  amount  by  $144.354,  to  reconcile  final  payment 
items  to  reflect  actual  Quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance  bid  items,  for 
a total  contract  amount  of  $4,098,410,  with  a time  extension  of  100  consecutive 


SFPUC  Minutes 
November  10,  2015 


Page  5 


calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  555  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0231) 

h)  Approve  Modification  No.  1,  to  Contract  No.  WW-559R,  Fixed  Gas  Monitoring 
System  Upgrades,  with  U.S.  Electric  Technologies  Inc.,  to  account  for  additional 
replacements  of  fixed  gas  monitoring  devices  at  existing  locations,  extending  the 
contract  duration  by  180  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of 
545  consecutive  calendar  days,  with  no  change  to  the  contract  value.  (Resolution 
15-0232) 

i)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount 
of  $1 ,500,000;  and  an  extension  in  the  contract  duration  contingency  of  up  to  1 56 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  Contact  No.  WD-2727,  Peninsula  Pipeline  Seismic 
Upgrade  Project;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to  approve 
modifications  to  the  contract,  if  appropriate,  for  a total  contract  amount  up  to 
$24,31 0,01 8 and  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  71 6 consecutive  calendar 
days.  (Resolution  15-0233) 

j)  Accept  Contract  No.  WD-2446,  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program  for 
8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  Hartford,  18~,  19-  and  Noe  Streets; 
Approve  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  amount  by  $34,260  for  a total 
contract  amount  of  $1 ,434,212,  with  no  time  extension,  for  a total  duration  of  264 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 
(Resolution  15-0234) 

On  Motion  to  approve  the  Consent  Calendar: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen , Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  Adopt  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act ; Approve  the 
termination  of  four  utility  easements  encumbering  Block  8722,  Lot  001 , and 
authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  the  Termination  of  Easement  and 
Easement  Quitclaim  Deeds,  transferring  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco’s 
interests  in  those  easements  to  GSW  Arena  LLC,  subject  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisor's  approval  of  an  ordinance  ordering  the  summary  vacation  of  those 
utility  easements,  and  satisfaction  of  the  conditions  set  forth  in  that  ordinance. 
(Resolution  15-0235) 

CEQA-related  documents: 

http://www.gsweventcenter.com 

Mr.  Michael  Carlin,  Deputy  General  Manger  (DGM),  stated  that  a revised 
resolution  was  provided  to  the  Commission,  which  contained  an  additional 
Resolved  Clause  regarding  CEO  A findings. 
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DGM  Carlin  reviewed  the  agenda  item,  discussed  the  easement  locations , and 
summarized  the  action  being  requested. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  9: 

Ayes:  Vietor , Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Donald  Dewsnup  expressed  support  for  the  project:  the  potential  jobs ; tax 
revenue ; and  open  space.  He  encouraged  passage. 

• Ms.  Toni  Mobely  expressed  support  for  the  project  and  encouraged  passage. 

• Mr.  Edward  Conrad  discussed  the  need  for  the  arena  and  the  potential  for 
jobs  creation.  He  encouraged  support. 

• Mr.  Joel  Koeplle,  San  Francisco  Building  and  Construction  Trades  Council, 
expressed  support  for  the  project  and  encouraged  passage. 

• Mr.  Pat  Valentino,  South  Beach  Merchant  Association,  stated  the  Association 
is  in  support  of  the  project  and  encouraged  passage. 

In  response  to  a question  from  President  Vietor,  DGM  Carlin  indicated  that  the 
project  could  be  a retail  customer  of  the  SFPUC.  He  stated  that  discussions  and 
negotiations  will  take  place.  President  Vietor  requested  a negotiations  timeline. 

10,  Adopt  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  Approve  the 
plans  and  specifications;  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-605R,  Mission  and 
Valencia  Streets  Green  Gateway,  in  the  amount  of  $2,949,013  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Anvil  Builders,  Inc.,  to  build  green 
infrastructures,  replace  water  and  sewer  pipelines,  and  perform  necessary 
upgrades  across  two  blocks  of  Valencia  Street  and  one  block  of  Mission  Street. 
(Resolution  15-0236) 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM  Infrastructure,  introduced  the  item  and  requested  approval. 
She  discussed  the  bid  process  and  responses  received.  AGM  How  indicated 
future  green  infrastructure  projects  will  be  packaged  differently  and  with  fewer 
alternate  bid  items. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  10: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

1 1 . Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
proposed  amendments  to  the  2015  Stormwater  Management  Ordinance  (SMO) 
and  Stormwater  Design  Guidelines  to  achieve  compliance  with  the  2013  MS4 
Permit  requirements,  and  to  reflect  improvements  made  in  the  SFPUC’s 
Stormwater  Control  Plan  review  process.  Proposed  amendments  clarify  the 
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definition  of  a project  subject  to  the  SMO  and  add  a Small  Project  threshold  to  the 
SMO.  (Resolution  15-0237) 

Mr.  Tommy  Moala.  AGM  Infrastructure , introduced  the  item  and  encouraged 
passage. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  1 1: 

Ayes:  Vietor , Moran.  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

12.  Award  Grant  Agreement  to  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  to  fund  the 
planning  and  design  for  incorporating  stormwater  management  technologies  into 
a preexisting  Green  Schoolyard  project  design  for  Robert  Louis  Stevenson 
Elementary  School,  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $177,000,  and  with  a duration  of 
two  years  and  five  months.  (Resolution  15-0238) 

Ms.  Juliet  Ellis,  AGM  External  Affairs,  introduced  the  item  and  encouraged 
passage. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  12: 

Ayes:  Vietor.  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  (inaudible).  SFSU  student,  discussed  stormwater  management  and 
encouraged  support. 

• Ms.  (inaudible),  SFSU  student,  provided  thoughts  on  the  benefits  of 
stormwater  management  and  encouraged  support. 

13.  Approve  Modification  to  Contract  No.  WD-2750,  increase  in  the  construction 
contract  cost  contingency  for  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  in  the 
amount  of  $425,000  with  an  extension  of  the  contract  duration  of  60  consecutive 
calendar  days  and  authorize  the  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  to  approve 
future  modifications  to  the  contract,  if  appropriate,  for  a total  revised  contract 
amount  of  $10,556,786  and  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  340 
consecutive  calendar  days.  (Resolution  15-0239) 

AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item  and  reguested  passage.  He  responded  to  a 
question  from  Commissioner  Caen  regarding  potential  insurance  payments. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  13: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr  Eric  Brooks,  Sierra  Club,  discussed  the  toxins  at  the  site  that  need  to  be 
removed. 

AGM  Ritchie  noted  the  toxins  that  need  to  be  removed  from  the  site. 
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14.  Authorize  and  execute  an  Installment  Sale  Agreement  to  secure  a State 
Revolving  Fund  (SRF)  Loan  not-to-exceed  $7,435,000  for  the  construction  of 
Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure  - Holloway  Green  Street  Project.  (Resolution 
15-0240) 

AGM  Sandler  provided  a background  of  the  SRF  Program ; discussed  the  terms  of 
the  loan;  noted  a list  of  SFR  fund  projects;  reviewed  financing  terms;  and  outlined 
the  installment  sales  agreement. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  14: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

15.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding 
(MOU)  with  the  General  Services  Agency’s  (GSA’s)  Office  of  Contract 
Administration  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  GSA’s  Real 
Estate  Division,  establishing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer 
of  the  property  at  1800  Jerrold  in  San  Francisco  to  the  SFPUC,  including:  (1) 
payment  of  up  to  $73,700,000,  the  value  determined  by  the  City’s  Director  of 
Property  as  necessary  for  the  functional  replacement  of  the  existing  use  of  1800 
Jerrold  for  the  City’s  Central  Fleet  Maintenance  Shop;  (2)  SFPUC  to  obtain 
jurisdiction  over  properties  at  555  Selby  and  1975  Galvez  in  San  Francisco 
proposed  for  acguisition  for  Central  Shops  (Acguired  Sites)  relocation,  subject  to 
Central  Shops  right  to  use  the  Acguired  Sites  for  its  functions;  and  (3)  other  MOU 
terms  and  conditions,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of  the  jurisdictional 
transfers,  consistent  with  the  MOU,  and  related  approval  actions  necessary  to 
implement  the  MOU.  The  proposed  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action 
pursuant  to  Section  31  04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 
(Resolution  15-0241) 

DGM  Carlin  discussed  the  proposed  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  to  the 
SFPUC.  He  reviewed  the  jurisdiction  of  the  site  and  discussed  current  use  by 
Central  Shops.  He  discussed  the  possible  relocation  of  Central  Shops  to  the 
alternate  purchased  sites  of  555  Selby  and  1975  Galvez,  and  the  leased  site  of 
450  Toland.  He  reviewed  the  relocation  budget. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  15: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

16.  Public  hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  approve  two  proposed 
Appendices  to  the  Rules  & Regulations  Governing  Electric  Service,  approved  by 
Resolution  10-0018  on  February  9,  2010.  Appendix  I would  establish  technical 
standards  for  the  SFPUC’s  provision  of  electrical  service.  Appendix  II  would 
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establish  protocols  for  the  SFPUC s provision  of  new  distribution  line  and  service 
line  extensions.  (Resolution  15-0242) 

Ms.  Barbara  Hale.  AGM  Power,  reviewed  the  item  and  requested  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  16: 

/Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen.  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks.  San  Francisco  Clean  Energy  Advocates,  asked  if  the  item 
will  affect  CleanPowerSF  transmission  and  distribution  potential. 

AGM  Hale  indicated  the  action  would  not  affect  CleanPowerSF. 

17.  Workshop:  Presentation  and  discussion  of  CleanPowerSF  risk  assessment, 
business  plan,  and  business  practice  policies. 

AGM  Hale  began  with  a brief  overview  of  the  CleanPowerSF  Program.  She 
discussed  CleanPowerSF’s  service  obligations:  Operating  revenue  opportunity 
and  revenues  comparison:  Goals  and  objectives;  Base  case  assumptions:  Cost 
drivers:  Base  case  sources  and  uses;  Program  risks  - risk  analysis;  and  sensitivity 
analysis.  AGM  Hale  responded  to  a follow-up  question  regarding  sensitivity 
analysis. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  the  Fundamental  Program  Design:  (1)  Design;  (2)  Market 
Conditions  and  Timing;  (3)  Operations;  (4)  Financial;  and  (5)  Execution.  She 
discussed  each  with  their  elements. 

(1)  Design 

Product  Content  and  Rate  Setting  Policies:  (products,  rates  and  suppliers).  AGM 
Hale  presented  and  discussed  the  recommend  Product  Content  and  Rate  Setting 
Policies.  She  responded  to  questions  from  Vice  President  Moran  on  rate  setting. 
Brief  discussion  ensued.  Mr.  Michael  Hyams.  CleanPowerSF  Director,  provided 
additional  comments. 

(2)  Market  Conditions  and  Timing 

• Enrollment  and  Phasing:  (mix  of  customers,  pace  of  program  growth,  and 
timing  of  enrollment). 

• Market  Conditions:  (forward  electricity  price  trends,  and  growth 
considerations).  AGM  Hale  discussed  the  recommend  Product  Phasing  Policy. 
Brief  discussion  ensued. 

(3)  Operations 

• Supply  Portfolio  Management:  (supply  drivers,  primary  downside  supply  risks, 
proactive  supply  planning  and  management,  and  portfolio  structures).  AGM 
Hale  discussed  the  recommend  Supply  Management  Policy.  Discussion 
ensued. 
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• Local  Programs  and  Jobs  Goal:  (supply  programs,  energy  efficiency  and 
response  demand  response  programs,  services  available  to  CleanPowerSF 
customers , and  local  jobs  projections).  AGM  Hale  discussed  the  recommend 
Local  Programs  and  Jobs  Policy. 

• Regulatory  Advocacy:  (CleanPowerSF  regulatory  requirements  and  needs, 
and  regulatory/legislative  strategies). 

(4)  Financial 

• Reserves:  (financial  structure,  Power  Enterprise  support,  Reserves  Policy 
consideration,  and  financial  needs  change  with  growth).  AGM  Sandler 
responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Moran  regarding  the  impact  of  a 
Letter  of  Credit  on  other  programs.  Discussion  ensued.  AGM  Hale  discussed 
the  recommend  Reserve  Policy. 

(5)  Execution 

• Governance  Policy:  (guidance,  strategy,  execution,  and  controls).  AGM  Hale 
presented  and  discussed  the  recommend  Performance  Reporting  Policy  and 
Metrics. 

AGM  Hale  concluded  by  stating  the  program  design  supports  launch  and  that 
program  risks  and  mitigation  have  been  identified.  She  thanked  her  staff  for  their 
work. 

In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Kwon,  AGM  Hale  indicated  that 
there  are  no  foreseeable  timing  issues  which  would  affect  launch. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  Vice  President  Moran  regarding  the  eight 
(8)  percent  operating  margin.  Discussion  ensued. 

Commissioner  Moran  provided  additional  thoughts  on  local  build-out.  AGM 
provided  comments.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  Clean  Energy  Advocates,  stated  the  program  needs  to  be 
completely  renewable  by  2025,  and  indicated  that  the  program  won’t  achieve 
goals  without  revenue  bonds. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350  SF,  discussed  the  build-out  and  necessary  financing. 
He  offered  thoughts  on  social  media  efforts  for  CleanPowerSF. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  provided  thoughts  on  financing  policy/options:  light 
green  goal;  rate  adjustment;  and  separation  of  the  Power  Enterprise. 

Commissioner  Courtney  provided  comments  on  social  media  efforts.  Mr.  Tyrone 
Jue,  Communications  Director,  provided  clarification  on  CleanPowerSF  social 
media  work.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 
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18.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  seek  Board  of  Supervisors’  approval  to:  (a) 
amend  legislation  establishing  the  CleanPowerSF  fund  structure  within  the  City’s 
financial  management  system,  and  adopt  enabling  legislation  as  required, 
consistent  with  development  of  an  appropriation  and  funds  certification  process 
with  the  City  Controller;  (b)  subject  to  Mayor  and  Controller  approval,  authorize  a 
supplemental  appropriation  of  funds  for  an  additional  loan  to  CleanPowerSF  of  up 
to  $4  million  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Enterprise  fund  balance,  for  a total  loan 
amount  not  to  exceed  $8  million,  as  may  be  necessary  to  launch  CleanPowerSF; 
and  (c)  amend  existing  CleanPowerSF  working  capital  loan  repayment  terms  to 
extend  the  loan  repayment  term  from  two  years  to  five  years  from  program 
launch,  at  an  interest  rate  equal  to  the  otherwise  applicable  County  wide  pool  rate, 
and  apply  these  terms  for  a total  loan  amount  not  to  exceed  $8  million. 

(Resolution  15-0243) 

AGM  Sandler  introduced  the  item  and  requested  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  Item  18: 

Ayes:  Vietor , Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Eric  Brooks,  SF  Clean  Energy  Advocates,  asked  about  the  $8M  loan 
amount. 

AGM  Sandler  provided  responded 

19.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

20.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 
The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:37  PM. 

President  Vietor  left  the  meeting  at  4:37  PM. 

21 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Charles  Peppers  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Law  No.:  150787/Date  Filed:  July  16,  2013 
(Resolution  15-0244) 

President  Vietor  returned  to  the  meeting  at  4:40  PM. 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
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Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  151139/Date  Filed:  April  21, 2015 

Commissioner  Vietor  returned  at  4:40  PM. 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
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§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 201 5 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER  15-735-000/Date  Filed.  December  23,  2014 

29.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:49  PM. 

30.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session 

President  Vietor  announced  that  item  21  was  settled  and  no  other  action  was  taken. 

31 . Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 
On  Motion  not  to  disclose: 

Ayes:  Vietor , Moran.  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

32.  Other  new  business 

The  Commission  discussed  the  remaining  November  and  December  schedules  and 
potential  agenda  items.  Commissioner  Courtney  proposed  cancelling  the  November 
24th  and  December  22nd  meetings.  The  Commission  concurred. 

33.  Adjournment 

President  Vietor  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:58  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0226 


WHEREAS.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
known  as  SFPUC  Parcel  31  in  unincorporated  San  Mateo  County  (Premises);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Coastside  County  Water  District,  a water  district  within  San  Mateo 
County  (Licensee),  is  an  SFPUC  wholesale  water  customer;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  2009  Water  Sales  Contract  between  the  SFPUC  and  Licensee  provides 
that  SFPUC's  operational  objective  is  to  make  water  deliveries  to  Licensee  from  the  Pilarcitos, 
Stone  Dam  and  Crystal  Springs  Reservoirs;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  1948,  Licensee  constructed  a 12-inch  diameter  steel  pipeline  (Existing 
Pipeline)  to  draw  water  from  the  Pilarcitos,  Stone  Dam  and  Crystal  Springs  Reservoirs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Existing  Pipeline  reached  the  end  of  its  useful  life  and  in  November 
2012  the  SFPUC  issued  Licensee  a three-year  revocable  license  (Existing  License)  to  install  and 
operate  a 2,000-foot  long,  above-ground,  12-inch  diameter  PVC  water  supply  pipeline 
(Temporary  Pipeline).  The  Temporary  Pipeline  restored  Licensee’s  Pilarcitos  Reservoir  water 
supply  on  an  interim  basis  while  Licensee  conducted  studies  to  identify  and  analyze  feasible 
long-term  alternatives;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  desires  to  enter  into  a license  amendment  (Amendment)  to  extend 
the  Existing  License  for  12  months;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  desires  to  enter  into  the  Amendment,  allowing  Licensee  to 
extend  the  term  of  the  Existing  License;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  SFPUC  adopted  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines  on  January  13,  2015, 
which  provide  that  the  SFPUC  may  issue  a revocable  license  without  a use  fee  to  a public  agency 
if  the  license  serves  the  SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  is  a public  agency  under  Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real  Estate 
Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Amendment  serves  the  SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose  by  allowing 
the  SFPUC  to  perform  under  the  2009  Water  Sales  Contract  between  the  SFPUC  and  Licensee; 
and  Practices;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  September  25,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  2012-07,  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  the  CCWD  as  lead  agency  under  CEQA,  found  on  the  basis  of  the  whole  record  that  the 
Project  is  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  ("CEQA")  because  the  Project 
falls  within  one  or  more  of  the  following  exemptions:  (i)  statutory  exemption  for  emergency 
repairs  to  public  service  facilities  to  maintain  service  essential  to  public  health;  safety  and 
welfare  (Public  Resources  Code  §21080,  (CEQA  Regulation  §15282);  (ii)  categorical  exemption 
for  repair  or  minor  alteration  of  existing  structures  of  facilities  (CEQA  Regulation  §15320);  (iii) 
categorical  exemption  for  replacement  or  reconstruction  of  existing  structures  or  facilities  on  the 


same  site  (CEQA  Regulation  §15320);  (iv)  categorical  exemption  for  new  construction  of  small 
facilities  or  structures  (CEQA  Regulation  §15303);  and  (v)  categorical  exemption  for  minor 
alterations  to  land  (CEQA  Regulation  §15304);  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  16,  2012,  CCWD  filed  a Notice  of  Exemption  (NOE)  with  the 
San  Mateo  County  Assessor  or-Clerk  Recorder,  setting  forth  the  basis  for  the  determination  of 
exemption  from  CEQA,  a file-stamped  copy  of  which  NOE  is  on  file  at  the  SFPUC  and 
incorporated  into  this  Resolution  by  this  reference;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  has  developed  Best  Management  Practices  to  implement  the 
Peninsula  Watershed  Management  Plan  and  requires  any  work  within  the  Peninsula  Watershed 
to  be  done  in  accordance  with  SFPUC  policies  adopted  to  implement  the  Best  Management 
Practices;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  that  the  Amendment  serves  the 
SFPUC’s  primary  utility  purpose  and  is  issued  to  a public  agency  pursuant  to  Section  5.3. 1 of  the 
2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines,  and  will  be  issued  with  no  use  fee;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes 
all  actions  heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  the  Amendment;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  Amendment;  and  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the 
Amendment;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  the  Amendment,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
Amendment  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0227 


WHEREAS,  In  2010,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC”)  launched 
its  Automated  Water  Meter  System  by  procuring  the  STAR  Fixed  Network  Automatic  Meter 
Reading  System,  a proprietary  system  of  Aclara  Technologies  LLC  (“Aclara”),  which  has  an 
expected  end  of  life  of  at  least  2025;  and 

WHEREAS,  A critical  component  of  the  STAR  Fixed  Network  Automatic  Meter 
Reading  System  is  the  Star  NCC  Software,  a proprietary  software  of  Aclara,  and  the  data  that  it 
collects;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  currently  owns  a perpetual  license  for  the  Aclara  Star  NCC  software 
for  which  SFPUC  has  made  annual  maintenance  payments  to  Aclara  since  January  2010;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  now  wishes  to  transfer  the  hosting  of  the  Star  NCC  Software  and 
the  data  that  it  collects  from  SFPUC’s  servers  and  storage  to  those  of  Aclara  through  a Software 
as  a Service  (“SaaS”)  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  SaaS  agreement  over  ten  years  will  not  exceed 
$1,940,374  and  will  be  funded  by  SFPUC  IT  Services  in  the  amount  of  up  to  $1,810,927  over  the 
life  of  the  contract  and  the  Automated  Water  Metering  Project  in  an  amount  of  up  to  $129,447 
upon  the  execution  of  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  contract  will  be  executed  pursuant  to  Chapter  21.30(d)  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  which  states:  "Where  a vendor  has  proprietary  rights  to  software 
or  where  maintenance  of  equipment  by  a particular  vendor  is  required  to  preserve  a warranty, 
software  support  and  equipment  maintenance  agreements  entered  into  with  that  vendor  shall  be 
treated  as  a sole  source  for  the  puiposes  of  any  contract  requirements  included  in  the  Municipal 
Code;”  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SaaS  agreement  is  anticipated  to  begin  in  March  1,  2016  and  end  in 
February  27,  2026  and  the  duration  of  this  agreement  is  3650  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  review  of  the 
proposals  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Aclara  as  the  best  qualified  firm;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  has  waived  sub-contracting  goals  for  this  contract  because  it  will  be 
executed  pursuant  to  Chapter  21.30(d)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  which  states: 
“Where  a vendor  has  proprietary  rights  to  software  or  where  maintenance  of  equipment  by  a 
particular  vendor  is  required  to  preserve  a warranty,  software  support  and  equipment 
maintenance  agreements  entered  into  with  that  vendor  shall  be  treated  as  a sole  source  for  the 
purposes  of  any  contract  requirements  included  in  the  Municipal  Code;"  and 

WHEREAS,  Aclara  is  in  compliance  with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B 
of  the  City's  Administrative  Code;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  selection  of  Aclara;  awards 
SFPUC  IT  Services  and  Automated  Water  Metering  Project  -funded  Agreement  No.  CS- 
1039(ITS),  Aclara  SaaS  agreement,  to  provide  software  and  data  hosting  services;  and  authorizes 
the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a SaaS  agreement  with  Aclara  for 
an  amount  not-to-exceed  $1,940,374,  and  with  a duration  of  up  to  10  years. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 

f\ 

fWp Vu_  v&WL 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0228 


WHEREAS,  On  May  26,  2015,  by  Resolution  No.  15-0118,  this  Commission  approved 
the  plans  and  specifications,  and  awarded  SFPUC  Hetch  Hetchy  10  Year  Capital  Plan  funded 
Contract  No.  HH-960,  Don  Pedro  Reservoir  Crossing  1 15  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines, 
in  the  amount  of  $5,014,446,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  System 
3,  Inc.,  to  replace  existing  lattice  steel  towers  with  new  tubular  steel  monopoles  for  the 
transmission  line  crossings  over  Don  Pedro  Reservoir;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  6,  2015,  System  3,  Inc.  (“Assignor”)  and  RES  System  3,  LLC 
(sometimes  d/b/a  System  3 High  Voltage,  LLC)  (“Assignee”)  entered  into  an  Asset  Purchase 
Agreement  (the  “Agreement”)  in  which  Assignor  transferred  certain  business  activity  to 
Assignee,  and  Assignee  assumed  all  obligations  and  liabilities  of  that  certain  business  activity 
under  the  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assignee  can  meet  the  minimum  qualifications  as  set  forth  in  the  original 
Request  for  Proposal;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assignor  is  currently  performing  construction  work  that  are  needed  to 
continue  replacing  existing  lattice  steel  towers  with  new  tubular  steel  monopoles  for  the 
transmission  line  crossings  over  the  Don  Pedro  Reservoir.  The  project  team  has  concluded  that 
no  other  contractor  could  readily  perform  these  services  without  causing  severe  disruption  to  the 
schedule  and  budget.  In  addition,  background  resources  required  to  complete  these  services 
would  be  lost  if  the  City  was  required  to  competitively  rebid  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Agreement  remain  in  full  force  and  effect; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Consent  to  Assignment  of 
Contract  No.  HH-960,  Don  Pedro  Reservoir  Crossing  1 15  kV  and  230  kV  Transmission  Lines, 
and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and  execute  a Consent  to 
Assignment  in  a form  approved  by  the  City  Attorney. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0229 


WHEREAS,  On  February  24,  2015,  by  Resolution  No.  15-0045,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Job  Order  Contract  (JOC),  Electrical  (C-10  License),  Governor 
& Exciter  Systems  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  for  a not-to-exceed  amount  of 
$5,000,000  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  System  3,  Inc.,  to 
perform  specialty  high-voltage  electrical  work  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Operations;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  6,  2015,  System  3,  Inc.  (“Assignor”)  and  to  RES  System  3, 
LLC  (sometimes  d/b/a  System  3 High  Voltage,  LLC)  (“Assignee”)  entered  into  an  Asset 
Purchase  Agreement  (the  “Agreement”)  in  which  Assignor  transferred  certain  business  activity 
to  Assignee,  and  Assignee  assumed  all  obligations  and  liabilities  of  that  certain  business  activity 
under  the  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assignee  can  meet  the  minimum  qualifications  as  set  forth  in  the  original 
Request  for  Proposal;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assignor  is  currently  performing  construction  work  that  is  needed  for 
specialty  high-voltage  electrical  work  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Operations.  The  project  team  has 
concluded  that  no  other  consultant  could  readily  perform  these  services  without  causing  severe 
disruption  to  the  schedule  and  budget.  Moreover,  background  resources  required  to  complete 
these  services  would  be  lost  if  the  City  was  required  to  competitively  rebid  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Agreement  remain  in  full  force  and  effect; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Consent  to  Assignment  of 
Contract  No.  JOC-55,  Electrical  (C-10  License),  Governor  & Exciter  Systems  for  Hetch  Hetchy 
Hydroelectric  Powerhouses,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a Consent  to  Assignment  in  a form  approved  by  the  City  Attorney. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


r\ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0230 


WHEREAS,  On  September  24,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0144,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency  Response  Bond  Program  funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2685,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  Reservoir  and  Tanks  Improvement 
(2013),  to  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  date  was  November  18,  2013; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $8,469,000  with  a contract  duration  of 
665  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modifications  Nos.  1-7  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $69,033  to  modify 
access  ladders,  remove  hazardous  materials,  and  perform  electrical  and  structural  improvements, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $8,538,033;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  8 was  issued  in  the  amount  of  $618,485  to  seal  concrete 
joints  at  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir  for  water  conservation,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to 
$9,156,518;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modifications  Nos.  9-13  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $126,795  to  purchase 
additional  valve  actuators  for  Jones  Street  Tank  for  project  CUWAWSAW15  - Jones  Street 
Valves  - Pipeline  and  to  install  civil,  electrical,  and  structural  improvements,  increasing  the 
contract  amount  to  $9,283,313;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  14  was  issued  in  the  amount  of  $334,252  to  install 
additional  valve  actuators  at  Jones  Street  Tank  for  project  CUWAWSAW15  - Jones  Street 
Valves  - Pipeline  and  to  perform  miscellaneous  repairs,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to 
$9,617,565  and  extending  the  contract  duration  by  60  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modifications  Nos.  15-21  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $78,931  for 
structural  improvements,  materials  testing,  Jones  Street  Tank  structural  and  electronic 
components  installation,  and  additional  insurance,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $9,696,496; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increases  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  22  is  being  requested  for  a time  extension  of  90 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately,  3 months)  to  correct  for  differing  site  conditions  of 
the  electrical  system  at  Jones  Street  Tank,  extending  the  contract  duration  to  815  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
subcontracting  goal  of  16%  for  this  construction  contract;  and 


WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  Nos.  CUWAWSAWOI  - Jones  St.  Tank. 
CUWAWSAW02  - Ashbury  Heights  Tank,  CUWAWSAW03  - Twin  Peaks  Reservoir, 
CUWAWSAW15  - Jones  Street  Valves  - Pipeline,  and  CEAVAW2AW23  - Twin  Peaks 
Reservoir  - ESER  2014;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  22  to  Water 
Enterprise  Contract  No.  WD-2685,  with  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.,  for  a time  extension  of  90 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately,  3 months),  extending  the  contract  duration  to  815 
consecutive  calendar  days. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0231 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency 
Response  Bond  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2697,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System 
(AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  C,  by  the  contractor,  Cal  State  Constructors,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  14,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0002,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2697,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  (AWSS)  - New  Cisterns  C,  in  the 
amount  of  $4,147,000,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Cal  State 
Constructors,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  March  17, 
2014,  with  an  original  schedule  of  455  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  555  consecutive  calendar  days  on  September  22,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1-5  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $95,764,  to  address 
various  additional  structural,  civil  and  street  paving  changes,  additional  utilities  support  work, 
and  additional  insurance  coverage,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $4,242,764;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  6 (Final)  is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  (-$144,354) 
to  reconcile  final  payment  items  to  reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance 
bid  items,  decreasing  the  contract  amount  to  $4,098,410,  with  a time  extension  of  100 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  555  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  made 
a good  faith  effort  to  substantially  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE) 
subcontracting  goal  of  16.76%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  17.43%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CLTWAWSAW07,  New  Cisterns;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Cal  State 
Constructors,  Inc.  for  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency  Response  Bond  Program  funded  Contract 
No.  WD-2697,  Auxiliary  Water  Supply  System  - New  Cisterns  C;  approves  Modification  No.  6 
(Final)  to  decrease  the  contract  amount  by  $144,354,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,098,410, 
with  a time  extension  of  100  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  555 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0232 


WHEREAS,  On  April  22,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0058,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Contract  No.  WW-559R,  Fixed  Gas  Monitoring  System  Upgrades,  to  U.S.  Electric 
Technologies  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  June  23,  2014; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $2,484,000  with  a contract  duration 
of  365  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 is  being  requested  to  account  for  additional 
replacements  of  fixed  gas  monitoring  devices  at  existing  locations,  increasing  the  contract 
duration  by  180  consecutive  calendar  days  (approx.,  6 months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of 
545  consecutive  calendar  days  (approx.,  1 year  and  6 months);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
(LBE)  participation  goal  of  10%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  is  meeting  its  committed 
LBE  participation  goal  of  12.08%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRTF30,  WWE  Renewal  and 
Replacement  (R&R)  Treatment  Facilities  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  1 to  Wastewater 
Enterprise  (WWE),  Renewal  & Replacement  Treatment  Facilities  Program  funded  Contract  No. 
WW-559R,  Fixed  Gas  Monitoring  System  Upgrades,  with  U.S.  Electric  Technologies  Inc.,  to 
provide  additional  replacements  of  fixed  gas  monitoring  devices  at  existing  locations,  increasing 
the  contract  duration  by  180  consecutive  calendar  days  (approx.,  6 months),  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  545  consecutive  calendar  days  (approx.,  1 year  and  6 months). 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0233 


WHEREAS,  On  January  28,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0018,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  funded 
Contract  No.  WD-2727,  Peninsula  Pipelines  Seismic  Upgrade,  to  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-To-Proceed  was  set  for  April  28,  2014; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $20,736,380  with  a contract  duration 
of  560  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1 - 3 were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $950,516  increasing 
the  contract  amount  to  $21,686,896  with  no  time  extension  for  a total  contract  duration  of  560 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enteiprise 
(LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  12%  for  this  construction  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor  committed  to  a LBE  participation  goal  of  13.1%  with  its  bid 
submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  unexpected  rupture  of  San  Andreas  Pipeline  No.  2 (SAPL2)  occurred  in 
July  2015  in  San  Bruno  requiring  immediate  temporary  repairs,  and  further  urgent  repairs  are 
needed  to  maintain  the  Level  of  Service  for  water  delivery  until  such  time  that  a larger,  more 
comprehensive  project  can  be  planned  in  the  future  to  address  further  upgrades  to  other  sections 
of  the  SAPL2  pipeline,  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that 
any  cumulative  increase  in  contract  price  or  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original 
contract  price  or  duration  be  approved  by  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $1,500,000  to 
provide  sufficient  contracting  capacity  to  allow  for  urgent  non-WSIP  pipeline  repairs  to  be 
funded  with  non-WSIP  Water  Enteiprise  funds;  and  an  extension  of  the  contract  duration 
contingency  of  up  to  156  consecutive  calendar  days  are  being  requested  for  a total  contact 
amount  of  $24,3 1 0,0 1 8 and  a total  contract  duration  of  7 1 6 consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  currently  available  from  non-WSIP  Water  Enteiprise 
CUW27301 , Water  Transmission  Program  to  fund  the  requested  cost  contingency  in  the  amount 
of  $1,500,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  must 
be  demonstrated  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a notice  to  proceed  to  initiate  construction  work  to  be 
completed  under  the  proposed  construction  contract  cost  and  duration  contingency  increase.  The 
Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  initiated  preparation  ot  a categorical  exemption 


request  for  the  urgent  work  to  be  undertaken  at  Junipero  Serra  County  Park  in  San  Mateo 
County.  An  exemption  determination  would  have  to  be  issued  by  the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  approval  of  modifications  to  the  construction  contract  by 
the  General  Manager;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
cost  contingency  for  the  Water  Enteiprise,  WSIP  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2727,  Peninsula 
Pipelines  Seismic  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of  $1,500,000  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of 
$3,573,638  with  a time  extension  of  156  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  duration 
of  7 1 6 consecutive  calendar  days;  and  be  it 

FURTF1ER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider,  and  if  appropriate  and  subject  to  compliance  with  CEQA,  to 
approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  not-to-exceed  contract  amount  of  $24,310,018  and  to  the 
contract  duration  for  a total  contract  duration  of  up  to  716  consecutive  calendar  days. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0234 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution 
Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2446,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  Hartford, 
18th,  19th  and  Noe  Streets  by  the  contractor,  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  8,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0074,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2446,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  Hartford,  18th,  19th  and 
Noe  Streets,  in  the  amount  of  $1,381,000,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  July  9,  2012, 
with  an  original  schedule  of  240  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  with  an  additional  24  days  on  March  19,  2013,  tor  a total  contract  duration  ot  264 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  in  the  amount  of  $18,952  to  add  an 
additional  900  linear  feet  of  8-inch  ductile  iron  pipe  installation  on  24lh  Street  between  Valencia 
Street  and  Guerrero  Street  to  accommodate  DPW  paving  work,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to 
$1,399,952;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 (Final)  is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  $34,260  to 
reflect  the  actual  provision  of  work  under  this  contract,  increasing  the  contract  amount  to 
$1,434,212  with  no  additional  time  extension;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  has 
made  a good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  the  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting 
goals  of  18%  for  this  contract  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  goal  of  17.08%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW2600154,  Local  Water 
Conveyance/Distribution  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  M Squared 
Construction,  Inc.  tor  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD- 
2446,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Pipe  Main  Installation  on  Hartford,  18th,  19th  and  Noe  Streets, 
approves  Modification  No.  2 (Final),  increasing  the  amount  of  the  contract  by  $34,260,  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $1,434,212;  and  authorizes  tinal  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0235 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  four  public  service 
easements,  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  that  encumber  portions  of  the  real  property 
located  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  designated  as  Assessor’s  Block  8722,  Lot  001 
(the  Burdened  Property),  which  is  owned  by  GSW  ARENA  LLC,  a Delaware  limited  liability 
company  (GSW);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  public  service  easements  (Easements)  include:  (1)  Reserved  Sewer  and 
Water  Line  Easement,  reserved  in  favor  of  City  in  Quitclaim  Deed,  dated  February  19,  1970, 
from  City  to  Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Company,  recorded  May  7,  1970  as  Document 
S54935,  Book  B422,  Page  454;  (2)  Grant  of  Water  Main  Easement,  dated  September  23,  1994, 
by  Catellus  Development  Coiporation,  a Delaware  corporation,  as  grantor,  to  City,  as  grantee, 
recorded  October  3,  1994  as  Document  No.  94-F694796-00,  Reel  6229  Image  046;  (3)  Easement 
Agreement  (City  Storm/Sewer  Easement),  dated  June  30,  1999,  between  Catellus  Development 
Corporation,  a Delaware  coiporation,  as  grantor,  and  City,  as  grantee,  recorded  on  July  19,  1999 
as  Document  No.  99-G622 173-00,  Reel  H429  Image  0525;  and  (4)  Easement  Agreement  (City 
Storm/Sewer  Easement),  dated  June  30,  1999,  between  Catellus  Development  Corporation,  a 
Delaware  corporation,  as  grantor,  and  City,  as  grantee,  recorded  on  July  19,  1999  as  Document 
No.  99-G622 173-00,  Reel  H429  Image  0525;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  terms  of  the  instruments  conveying  or  reserving  the  Easements, 
City  holds  rights  allowing  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  maintenance,  operation,  repair, 
and/or  removal  of  water  and  sewer  lines  and  related  appurtenances,  but  City  has  discontinued  use 
of  the  water  and  sewer  lines  placed  in  the  easement  areas  and  has  no  further  use  of  the  Easements 
in  the  Burdened  Property;  and 

WHEREAS,  GSW  is  currently  developing  the  Golden  State  Warriors  Event  Center  and 
Mixed-Use  Development  at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  (the  Event  Center  Project)  on  the 
Burdened  Property  and  has  requested  that  City  vacate  the  public  service  easements  associated 
with  the  Burdened  Property,  and  convey  all  of  City’s  right,  title,  and  interest  in  the  Easements  to 
GSW  so  that  GSW  may  proceed  with  its  construction  of  the  Event  Center  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  California  Streets  and  Highways  Code  Sections  8300  et  seq.  and  San 
Francisco  Public  Works  Code  Section  787(a)  set  forth  the  procedures  that  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  follows  to  vacate  public  service  easements.  In  accordance  with  the  prescribed 
procedures,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  will  consider  authorization  of  an  ordinance 
providing  for  the  summary  vacation  of  the  Easements,  the  execution  and  delivery  of  Termination 
of  Easement  Agreements  and  Easement  Quitclaim  Deeds,  terminating  the  Easements  and 
quitclaiming  to  GSW  the  City's  interest  in  the  Easements,  as  set  forth  in  the  proposed  ordinance 
in  Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.  150997  (the  Authorizing  Ordinance)  subject  to  the  satisfaction 
of  certain  conditions  precedent  described  in  such  Authorizing  Ordinance,  which  conditions 
include  City’s  recordation  of  irrevocable  offers  of  replacement  public  improvements  and,  to  the 
extent  not  already  owned  by  City,  for  real  property  underlying  such  public  improvements;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  Wastewater  Collection  System  Division,  SFPUC  City 
Distribution  Division  and  City  Department  of  Public  Works  have  advised  this  Commission  that 
there  are  no  in-place  public  utility  facilities  that  are  in  use  that  would  be  affected  by  the  vacation 
and  quit  claim  of  the  Easements;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  and  Catellus  Development  Corporation  entered  into  the  Mission 
Bay  South  Owner  Participation  Agreement,  to  which  the  SFPUC  consented  by  SFPUC 
Resolution  No.  98-0238,  and  SFPUC  anticipated  dedication  of  new  water  and  wastewater 
infrastructure  within  public  streets  or  within  dedicated  easements  serving  the  Burdened  Property 
and  Mission  Bay,  and  has  received,  and  anticipates  further  dedications  of,  utility  infrastructure 
and  easements  (Replacement  Infrastructure);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  value  of  the  Replacement  Infrastructure  in  public  streets  serving  the 
Burdened  Property  and  related  easements  for  Replacement  Infrastructure  not  located  in  public 
streets  in  Mission  Bay  exceed  the  estimated  value  of  the  now  unused  Easements  planned  for 
termination;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure,  successor  to  the 
former  Redevelopment  Agency  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (“OCII”),  in  accordance 
with  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et 
seq.  ("CEQA"),  and  acting  in  its  capacity  as  lead  agency,  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21067, 
prepared  a Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("FSEIR")  for  the  Event  Center 
Project  consisting  of  the  Draft  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  (GSW  DSEIR”),  the 
comments  received  during  the  review  period,  any  additional  information  that  became  available 
after  the  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  and  the  Draft  Summary  of  Comments  and  Responses, 
all  as  required  by  law,  copies  of  which  are  available  through  the  Secretary  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  November  3,  2015,  the  Commission  on  Community  Investment  and 
Infrastructure  reviewed  and  considered  the  FSEIR  and  by  Resolution  No.  70-2015,  certified  the 
FSEIR  in  compliance  with  CEQA.  Said  certification  included  minor  technical  errata  as  set  forth 
in  the  November  3,  2015,  memorandum  from  Environmental  Sciences  Associates  to  Sally  Oerth, 
Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure,  and  incorporated  herein  by  reference;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  November  3,  2015,  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
("SFMTA")  Board  of  Directors,  acting  in  its  capacity  as  a responsible  agency,  as  such  term  is 
defined  in  CEQA,  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21069,  after  a duly  noticed  public  hearing, 
adopted  Resolution  No.  15-154,  which  includes  required  findings  under  CEQA  and  a Statement 
of  Overriding  Considerations  ("CEQA  Findings"),  the  above-mentioned  errata,  and  various 
approval  actions  in  regard  to  the  Event  Center  Project.  The  SFMTA  Resolution  and  the  SFMTA 
CEQA  Findings  are  incorporated  herein  by  this  reference  and  made  part  of  the  record  before  this 
Commission;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  FSEIR  files,  other  Project-related  OCII  files,  and  other  materials  have  been 
available  for  review  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  public  with  the 
OCII  Board  Secretary  at  1 S.  Van  Ness,  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94103,  through  this 
Commission’s  Secretary,  and  at  www.gsweventcenter.corn,  and  those  files  are  incorporated 
herein  by  this  reference  and  made  part  of  the  record  before  this  Commission;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  acting  in  its  capacity  as  a 
responsible  agency  under  CEQA.  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in  the 
FSEIR  for  the  Event  Center  Project  and  the  SFMTA  CEQA  Findings;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  in  relation  to  the  actions  set  forth  herein  adopts  the 
SFMTA  CEQA  Findings,  including  without  limitation,  the  Statement  of  Overriding 
Considerations  and  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program,  as  its  own,  and  the 
SFPUC  has  not  identified  any  feasible  alternative  or  additional  feasible  mitigation  measures 
within  its  powers  that  would  substantially  lessen  or  avoid  any  significant  effect  the  Project  would 
have  on  the  environment;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  that  the  Easements  are 
surplus  and  unnecessary  for  any  present  and  prospective  SFPUC  utility  uses,  and  authorizes  the 
SFPUC  General  Manager,  upon  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the 
Authorizing  Ordinance,  to  execute  the  Termination  of  Easement  and  Easement  Quitclaim  Deeds, 
or  to  delegate  such  execution  to  the  City  Director  of  Property,  in  substantially  the  same  form 
presented  to  this  Commission,  provided  that  the  Termination  of  Easement  and  Easement 
Quitclaim  Deeds  shall  not  be  delivered  to  GSW  until  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  confirms  to  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  that  conditions  precedent  described  in  the 
Authorizing  Ordinance  have  been  satisfied;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  City's  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 
Mayor,  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  and/or  the  City  Director  of  Property  to 
take  any  and  all  other  steps  they,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  deem  necessary  and 
advisable  to  effectuate  the  purpose  and  intent  of  this  Resolution. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


COMMISSION  ON  COMMUNITY  INVESTMENT  AND  INFRASTRUCTURE 


RESOLUTION  NO.  70-2015 


ADOPTING  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW  FINDINGS  UNDER  THE  CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  (“CEQA”)  AND  THE  CEQA  GUIDELINES, 
INCLUDING  THE  ADOPTION  OF  A MITIGATION  MONITORING  AND 

REPORTING  PROGRAM  AND  A STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATION 
IN  CONNECTION  WITH  THE  DEVELOPMENT  OF  THE  GOLDEN  STATE 

WARRIORS  EVENT  CENTER  AND  MIXED-USE  DEVELOPMENT  AT  MISSION  BAY 
SOUTH  BLOCKS  29-32;  MISSION  BAY  SOUTH  REDEVELOPMENT  AREA 

WHEREAS.  The  Commission  on  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure.  ("Commission"), 
the  successor  agency  to  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency  ("Successor 
Agency"),  makes  the  following  findings  in  compliance  with  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  ("CEQA”),  the  California  Public  Resources  Code 
Sections  21000  et  seq.,  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  14  Cal.  Code  Reg.  Sections 
15000  et  seq.  ("CEQA  Guidelines")  and  acting  in  its  capacity  as  lead  agency 
under  CEQA  Section  2 1 067;  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  September  17,  1998,  the  Commission  of  the  former  Redevelopment  Agency 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("Redevelopment  Commission")  by 
Resolution  No.  182-98.  and  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission,  by 
Resolution  No.  14696.  together  acting  as  co-lead  agencies  for  conducting 
environmental  review  for  the  Redevelopment  Plans  for  the  Mission  Bay  North 
Redevelopment  Project  Area  and  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Project 
Area  (the  "Plans"),  the  Mission  Bay  North  Owner  Participation  Agreement 
(“North  OPA”)  and  the  Mission  Bay  South  Owner  Participation  Agreement 
("South  OPA"),  and  other  permits,  approvals  and  related  and  collateral  actions 
(the  "Mission  Bay  Project"),  certified  the  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact 
Report  ("Mission  Bay  FSEIR")  (State  Clearinghouse  Number  97092068),  as  a 
program  EIR  for  Mission  Bay  North  and  South  pursuant  to  CEQA  and  CEQA 
Guidelines  Sections  15168  (Program  EIR)  and  15180  (Redevelopment  Plan  EIR). 
The  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  document  provided  programmatic  environmental  review 
of  the  overall  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  (consisting  of  the  approximately 
300-acre  Mission  Bay  North  and  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Areas);  and, 

WHEREAS,  On  the  same  day,  the  Redevelopment  Commission  adopted  Resolution  No.  183- 
98,  which  adopted  environmental  findings,  including  a mitigation  monitoring  and 
reporting  program  (“MMRP")  and  a statement  of  overriding  considerations,  in 
connection  with  the  approval  of  the  Plans  and  other  Mission  Bay  Project 
approvals,  and  adopted  Resolution  No.  190-98,  approving  the  Redevelopment 
Plan  for  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Project  Area  ("Plan")  and 
Resolution  No.  193-98  authorizing  execution  of  the  South  OPA  and  related 
documents  between  the  Redevelopment  Agency  and  the  Mission  Bay  Master 


Developer  (originally  Catellus  Development  Corporation  and  now  FOCIL-MB. 
LLC,  the  successor  to  Catellus  Development  Corporation);  and. 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


On  October  19,  1998,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Motion  No.  98-132 
affirming  certification  of  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  by  the  Planning  Commission 
and  the  Redevelopment  Agency,  and  Resolution  No.  854-98  adopting 
environmental  findings,  including  an  MMRP  and  a statement  of  overriding 
considerations,  for  the  Mission  Bay  Project.  On  November  2,  1998,  the  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  (“Board  of  Supervisors”)-  by  Ordinance  No.  335- 
98,  adopted  the  Plans;  and. 

On  February  1,  2012,  state  law  dissolved  the  Former  Redevelopment  Agency  and 
required  the  transfer  of  certain  of  its  assets  and  obligations  to  the  Successor 
Agency,  and  on  June  27,  2012,  state  law  clarified  that  successor  agencies  are 
separate  public  entities.  Cal.  Health  & Safety  Code  §34170  et  seq. 
(“Redevelopment  Dissolution  Law”);  and. 

Redevelopment  Dissolution  Law  required  creation  of  an  oversight  board  to  the 
successor  agency  and  provided  that  with  approval  from  its  oversight  board  and  the 
State  Department  of  Finance  (“DOF”),  a successor  agency  may  continue  to 
implement  “enforceable  obligations”  such  as  existing  contracts,  bonds  and  leases, 
that  were  executed  prior  to  the  suspension  of  redevelopment  agencies'  activities. 
On  January  24,  2014,  DOF  finally  and  conclusively  determined  that  the  Mission 
Bay  North  and  South  OPAs  and  Mission  Bay  Tax  Increment  Allocation  Pledge 
Agreements  are  enforceable  obligations  pursuant  to  Health  and  Safety  Code 
Section  34 1 77.5( i);  and. 

On  October  2,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City,  acting  as  the  governing 
body  of  the  Successor  Agency,  adopted  Ordinance  No.  215-12  (the 
“Implementing  Ordinance"),  which  Implementing  Ordinance  was  signed  by  the 
Mayor  on  October  4,  2012,  and  which,  among  other  matters:  (a)  acknowledged 
and  confirmed  that  the  Successor  Agency  is  a separate  legal  entity  from  the  City, 
and  (b)  established  this  Commission  and  the  Office  of  Community  Investment 
and  Infrastructure  (“OC1I”)  and  delegated  to  the  Commission  the  authority  to  (i) 
act  in  place  of  the  Redevelopment  Agency  Commission  to,  among  other  matters, 
implement,  modify,  enforce  and  complete  the  Redevelopment  Agency's 
enforceable  obligations,  (ii)  approve  all  contracts  and  actions  related  to  the  assets 
transferred  to  or  retained  by  the  Successor  Agency,  including,  without  limitation, 
the  authority  to  exercise  land  use,  development,  and  design  approval,  consistent 
with  applicable  enforceable  obligations,  and  (iii)  take  any  action  that  the 
Redevelopment  Dissolution  Law  requires  or  authorizes  on  behalf  of  the  Successor 
Agency  and  any  other  action  that  this  Commission  deems  appropriate,  consistent 
with  the  Redevelopment  Dissolution  Law,  to  comply  with  such  obligations;  and. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors'  delegation  to  this  Commission  includes  the  authority 
to  act  as  the  lead  agency  that  administers  environmental  review  for  projects  in 
Mission  Bay  North  and  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Areas  in  compliance  with  the 
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requirements  of  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  including  CEQA  Section 
21067; and. 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS. 

WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS. 


The  proposed  project  is  the  Golden  State  Warriors  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  at  Mission  Bay  South  Blocks  29-32,  with  the  MUNI  UCSF/Mission 
Bay  Station  Variant  and  the  Third  Street  Plaza  variant,  and  related  actions  (“Event 
Center  Project5'  or  "Project"),  as  described  in  Chapter  3 of  the  Final  Subsequent 
Environmental  Impact  Report  (“FSEIR").  The  Project  Sponsor  is  GSW  Arena 
LLC  (“GSW"),  an  affiliate  of  the  Golden  State  Warriors,  LLC.  which  owns  and 
operates  the  Golden  State  Warriors  National  Basketball  Association  team.  GSW 
proposes  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center  and  a variety  of  mixed  uses, 
including  office,  retail,  open  space,  and  structured  parking  on  an  approximately 
1 I -acre  site  on  Bocks  29-32.  The  Project  site  is  bounded  by  South  Street  on  the 
north.  Third  Street  on  the  west,  1 6th  Street  on  the  south,  and  by  the  future  planned 
realigned  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  on  the  east;  and 

To  implement  the  project,  the  Commission  must  take  several  actions  including  the 
approval  of  a new  Major  Phase,  Basic  Concept  Design,  and  Schematic  Design  for 
Blocks  29-32;  and  amendments  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Design  for 
Development,  Streetscape  Plan  and  Signage  Master  Plan;  and. 

The  Executive  Director  also  must  take  approval  actions  related  to  the  project, 
including,  without  limitation,  the  approval  of  secondary  use  determination, 
approval  of  minor  infrastructure  plan  amendments,  and  finding  the  subdivision 
map  and  irrevocable  offer/easement  vacations  are  consistent  with  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Plan;  and, 

OCII  issued  a Notice  of  Preparation,  including  an  Initial  Study  on  November  19. 
2014; and. 

On  June  5,  2015,  OCII  released  for  public  review  and  comment  the  Draft 
Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  for  the  Project,  (OCII  Case  No.  ER 
2014-919-97,  Planning  Department  Case  No.  20 14. 144 IE.  State  Clearinghouse 
No.  20141 12045.  the  "GSW  DSEIR"),  which  tiers  from  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR 
as  provided  by  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  1 5 168(c);  and 

The  Commission  held  a public  hearing  on  the  GSW  DSEIR  on  June  30,  2015,  and 
received  written  public  comments  until  5:00  pm  on  July  27.  2015,  for  a total  of  52 
days  of  public  review;  and 

On  October  23.  2015.  OCII  published  the  FSEIR  for  the  Event  Center  Project 
consisting  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  comments  received  during  the  review  period, 
any  additional  information  that  became  available  after  the  publication  of  the  GSW 
DSEIR.  and  the  Draft  Summary  of  Comments  and  Responses,  all  as  required  by 
law,  copies  of  which  are  available  through  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  and  at 
www.gsweventcenter,  and  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference;  and. 


WHEREAS,  The  administrative  record  that  contains  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  FSEIR  and  all 
documents  related  to,  or  relied  on  in  the  preparation  thereof  has  been  prepared  by 
OCII  in  accordance  with  the  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement  through 
Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900).  Governor  Jerry  Brown  certified  the 
proposed  project  as  an  environmental  leadership  development  project  under  this 
Act  on  April  30.  2015,  and  on  May  27,  2015,  the  Joint  Legislative  Budget 
Committee  concurred  with  this  certification.  Therefore,  this  project  is  eligible  for 
streamlined  judicial  review.  Project  E1R  files  have  been  made  available  for  review 
by  the  Commission  and  the  public.  These  files  are  available  for  public  review  at 
OC11  at  1 South  Van  Ness  Avenue,  5th  Floor,  can  be  found  at 
www.gsweventcenter.com  and  are  part  of  the  record  before  the  Commission,  and 
are  incorporated  in  this  resolution  by  this  reference;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  3,  2015,  the  Commission  reviewed  and  considered  the  FSEIR  and, 
by  Resolution  No.  69-2015,  which  is  incorporated  in  this  resolution  by  this 
reference,  found  that  the  FSEIR  was  prepared,  publicized  and  reviewed  in 
compliance  with  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  reflects  its  independent 
judgment  and  analysis,  is  adequate,  accurate  and  objective,  and  the  Comments 
and  Responses  document  contains  no  significant  revisions  to  the  DSEIR;  and 
certified  the  FSEIR  in  compliance  with  CEQA;  and, 

WHEREAS,  OCII  has  prepared  proposed  Findings,  as  required  by  CEQA,  regarding  the 
alternatives,  mitigation  measures  and  significant  environmental  impacts  analyzed 
in  the  FSEIR,  overriding  consideration  for  approving  the  Project,  denoted  as 
Exhibit  A,  and  a proposed  mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program  denoted 
as  Exhibit  B,  on  file  with  the  OCII  Secretary  and  the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  under  Case  No.  20 14. 144 IE,  attached  and  incorporated  in  this 
resolution  by  this  reference;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FSEIR  in  relation  to  the 
Project  actions  associated  with  the  Event  Center  Project  that  are  before  it  and 
hereby  adopts  the  Project  CEQA  Findings  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A,  including 
a statement  of  overriding  considerations  and  the  rejection  of  infeasible 
alternatives,  and  including  as  Exhibit  B,  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting 
Program;  and, 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Executive  Director  is  authorized  to  take  any  and  all  actions  necessary  to 
implement  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program,  attached  hereto  as 
Exhibit  B.  including,  but  not  limited  to,  entering  into  agreements  with  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  provide  services  assisting  OCII  with 
implementation  duties. 
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I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Commission  at  its  meeting  of 
November  3.  2015. 


Commission  Secretary 


Exhibit  A:  Environmental  Review  Findings 

Exhibit  B:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Review  Program 
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EXHIBIT  A 


Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  - Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 

CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  FINDINGS:  FINDINGS  OF  FACT, 
EVALUATION  OF  MITIGATION  MEASURES  AND  ALTERNATIVES,  AND 
STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATIONS 

COMMISSION  ON  THE  COMMUNITY  INVESTMENT  AND  INFRASTRUCTURE 

In  determining  to  approve  the  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  - Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Project  ("Project"),  the  San  Francisco  Office  of  Community  Investment  and 
Infrastructure's  ("OCII")  Commission  on  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure  (“OCII 
Commission”)  makes  and  adopts  the  following  findings  of  fact  and  decisions  regarding 
mitigation  measures  and  alternatives,  and  adopts  the  statement  of  overriding  considerations, 
based  on  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding  and  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  ("CEQA"),  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq. 
particularly  Sections  21081  and  21081.5,  the  Guidelines  for  Implementation  of  CEQA  (“CEQA 
Guidelines"),  14  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq.,  particularly  Sections 
15091  through  15093,  and  Agency  adopted  CEQA  Guidelines. 

This  document  is  organized  as  follows: 

Section  I provides  a description  of  the  Project  proposed  for  adoption,  the  environmental  review 
process  for  the  Project,  the  approval  actions  to  be  taken  and  the  location  of  records: 

Section  II  identifies  the  impacts  found  not  to  be  significant  that  do  not  require  mitigation: 

Sections  III  and  IIIA  identify  potentially  significant  impacts  that  can  be  avoided  or  reduced  to 
less-than-significant  levels  through  mitigation  and  describe  the  disposition  of  the  mitigation 
measures; 

Sections  IV  and  IVA  identify  significant  impacts  that  cannot  be  avoided  or  reduced  to  less-than 
significant  levels  and  describe  any  applicable  mitigation  measures  as  well  as  the  disposition  of 
the  mitigation  measures; 

Section  V evaluates  the  different  Project  alternatives  and  the  economic,  legal,  social, 
technological,  and  other  considerations  that  support  approval  of  the  Project  and  the  rejection  of 
the  alternatives,  or  elements  thereof,  analyzed;  and 

Section  VI  presents  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  setting  forth  specific  reasons  in 
support  of  the  OCII  Commission's  actions  and  its  rejection  of  the  alternatives  not  incorporated 
into  the  Project. 


The  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  ("MMRP")  for  the  mitigation  measures  that 
have  been  proposed  for  adoption  is  attached  with  these  findings  as  Exhibit  B.  The  MMRP  is 
required  by  CEQA  Section  21081.6.  subdivision  (a)(1).  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Sections  15091. 
subdivision  (d),  and  1 5097.  Exhibit  B provides  a table  setting  forth  each  mitigation  measure 
listed  in  the  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  for  the  Project  ("FSEIR")  that  is 
required  to  reduce  or  avoid  a significant  adverse  impact.  Exhibit  B also  specifies  the  agency 
responsible  for  implementation  of  each  measure.  Where  the  Project  Sponsor.  GSW  Arena  LLC 
("GSW"  or  "Project  Sponsor"),  an  affiliate  of  Golden  State  Warriors,  LLC,  which  owns  and 
operates  the  Golden  State  Warriors  National  Basketball  Association  ("NBA")  team,  is  required 
to  participate  in  the  implementation  of  a mitigation  measure.  Exhibit  B also  states  this 
requirement.  Exhibit  B also  sets  forth  agency  monitoring  actions  and  a monitoring  schedule  for 
each  mitigation  measure.  Where  particular  mitigation  measures  must  be  adopted  and/or 
implemented  by  particular  responsible  agencies  such  as  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  or 
one  of  its  departments  or  commissions,  the  MMRP  clearly  identities  the  agencies  involved  and 
the  actions  they  must  take.  All  of  OCITs  specific  obligations  are  also  clear.  The  full  text  of  each 
mitigation  measure  summarized  or  cited  in  these  findings  is  set  forth  in  Exhibit  B.  As  explained 
further  in  the  MMRP,  in  addition  to  listing  mitigation  measures,  for  the  purposes  of  public 
disclosure  and  to  assist  in  implementation  and  enforcement,  the  MMRP  also  lists  "improvement 
measures."  "applicable  regulations,"  and  the  Project  Transportation  Management  Plan  ("TMP"). 

These  findings  are  based  upon  substantial  evidence  in  the  entire  record  before  the  OC11 
Commission.  The  references  set  forth  in  these  findings  to  certain  pages  or  sections  of  the  Draft 
Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("GSW  DSE1R")  or  the  Responses  to  Comments 
document  ("RTC"),  which  together  constitute  the  FSEIR.  are  for  ease  of  reference  and  are  not 
intended  to  provide  an  exhaustive  list  of  the  evidence  relied  upon  for  these  findings.  A full 
explanation  of  the  substantial  evidence  supporting  these  findings  can  be  found  in  the  FSEIR.  and 
these  findings  hereby  incorporate  by  reference  the  discussion  and  analysis  in  those  documents 
supporting  the  FSEIR's  determinations  regarding  the  Project's  impacts  and  mitigation  measures 
designed  to  address  those  impacts.  Reference  to  the  GSW  SEIR  is  intended  as  a general 
reference  to  information  that  may  be  found  in  either  or  both  the  GSW  DSEIR  or  RTC. 

I.  APPROVAL  OF  THE  PROJECT 

A.  Project  Description 

By  this  action,  the  OCI1  Commission  adopts  and  takes  action  to  implement  substantially  the 
Project  identified  in  Chapter  3 of  the  FSEIR  as  modified  by  Chapter  14  of  the  FSEIR  and  the 
Muni  University  of  California  at  San  Francisco  ("UCSF")/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant  as 
described  in  Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR  with  the  option  of  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant.  GSW 
proposes  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center  and  a variety  of  mixed  uses,  including  office, 
retail,  open  space  and  structured  parking  on  an  approximately  1 1-acre  site  on  Blocks  29-32 
within  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  of  San  Francisco. 


The  project  site  is  bounded  by  South  Street  on  the  north,  Third  Street  on  the  west,  1 6th  Street  on 
the  south,  and  by  the  future  planned  realigned  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  on  the  east.  The 
proposed  event  center  would  host  the  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  team  during  the  NBA 
season,  and  provide  a year-round  venue  for  a variety  of  other  assembly  and  entertainment  uses, 
including  concerts,  family  shows,  other  sporting  events,  cultural  events,  conferences,  and 
conventions. 

The  proposed  roughly  circular-shaped  event  center  building  would  be  located  in  the  central-east 
portion  of  the  site.  The  event  center  building  would  be  approximately  135  feet  at  its  roof  peak, 
and  would  include  multiple  levels  of  varying  elevations.  The  event  center  would  be 
approximately  775,000  gross  square  feet  (“gsf')  and  would  be  programmed  with  a capacity  of 
1 8,064  seats  for  basketball  games,  but  could  be  reconfigured  for  concerts  for  a maximum 
capacity  of  about  1 8.500.  The  performance  and  seating  areas  could  also  be  reconfigured  in  a cut- 
down  configuration  to  create  a smaller  venue  space. 

Two  office  and  retail  buildings  would  be  located  on  the  west  side  of  the  project  site.  Specifically, 
one  would  be  located  at  the  northwest  corner  of  site  at  Third  and  South  Streets  (“South  Street 
office  and  retail  building").  The  other  would  be  located  at  the  southwest  corner  of  the  site  at 
Third  and  1 6th  Streets  (“  1 6th  Street  office  and  retail  building”).  The  South  Street  office  and 
retail  building  would  be  approximately  345,000  gsf,  and  the  1 6th  Street  office  and  retail  building 
would  be  approximately  300,000  gsf.  Both  buildings  would  be  1 1 stories  (160  feet  tall  at 
building  rooftop);  each  office  and  retail  building  would  consist  of  a podium  ground  level  plus  5 
podium  levels  (90  feet  tall),  with  a 5-story  (70-foot  tall)  tower  (with  smaller  floorplate  than  the 
podium)  above.  These  buildings  could  serve  a variety  of  office  and/or  research  and  development 
uses,  with  retail  uses  on  the  lower  floor(s). 

Additional  retail  uses  would  front  on  South  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard,  including  an 
approximately  32,000  gsf  3-story,  41 -foot  high  “food  hall”  located  at  the  comer  of  Terry  A. 
Francois  Boulevard  and  South  Street.  An  approximately  I 1,550  gsf  2-story,  38-foot  high 
“gatehouse"  building  would  be  located  mid-point  along  Third  Street  and  would  provide  retail 
uses  and  house  elevators/escalators  connecting  to  parking  facilities  on  lower  floors. 

Approximately  3.2  acres  of  open  space  would  be  designed  within  the  site,  including  a proposed 
Third  Street  Plaza  (elevated  at  approximately  8 to  12  feet  above  Third  Street)  on  the  west  side  of 
the  project  site  between  the  event  center  and  Third  Street,  and  a proposed  ground-level  Southeast 
Plaza  in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  site. 

Three  levels  of  enclosed  onsite  parking  (two  below  grade:  Lower  Parking  Levels  1 and  2,  and 
one  at  street  level:  Upper  Parking  Level)  would  be  located  below  the  office  and  retail  buildings 
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and  plaza  areas.  A total  of  950  vehicle  parking  spaces  are  proposed  on-site,  including  spaces  for 
Fuel  Efficient  Vehicles  ("FEV")  and  carpool  vehicles.  The  Project  also  includes  use  of  132 
existing  off-site  parking  spaces  in  the  450  South  Street  parking  garage,  primarily  accessed  from 
South  Street  directly  north  of  the  project  site,  to  provide  additional  parking  to  serve  the  Project 
employees.  The  Project  would  also  have  30  commercial  loading  spaces  serving  the  Project  uses, 
including  13  on-site  below  grade  loading  spaces  and  17  on-street  commercial  loading  spaces 
provided  on  South  Street  (8  spaces),  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  south  of  South  Street  (8 
spaces),  and  16th  Street  (1  space). 

1.  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 

The  Project  incorporates  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant,  which  is  a minor 
variation  of  the  Project  in  which,  rather  than  extending  the  northbound  platform  only,  the 
existing  high-level  northbound  and  southbound  passenger  platforms  at  the  UCSF/Mission  Bay 
light  rail  stop  would  be  removed  and  replaced  with  a single  high-level  center  platform  to 
accommodate  both  northbound  and  southbound  light  rail  service  passengers.  The  new  center 
platform  would  be  located  between  the  northbound  and  southbound  light  rail  tracks  in  the 
general  location  of  the  existing  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  southbound  platform.  The  platform 
would  be  approximately  320  feet  long  by  17  feet  wide  (the  existing  side  platforms  are  about  160 
feet  long  by  9 feet  wide)  and  would  allow  for  two  two-car  light  rail  trains  to  simultaneously 
board  or  alight  passengers  along  the  platform. 

2.  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 

The  Third  Street  Plaza  variant  is  a minor  variation  of  the  Project.  Under  this  variant,  the  area  of 
the  proposed  Third  Street  Plaza  would  be  modified  to  be  consistent  with  the  design  standards  of 
the  UCSF  view  easement  on  the  project  site.  Consequently,  the  "gatehouse”  building,  located 
mid-block  along  Third  Street  under  the  Project,  would  be  relocated  and  the  elevated  main  plaza 
would  be  replaced  with  an  at-grade  "event  space"  with  no  above-grade  structural  development. 
As  a result,  the  variant  would  not  require  approval  by  UCSF  for  termination  of  their  view 
easement  that  extends  east  from  Third  Street  onto  the  project  site.  This  variant  may  be 
implemented  at  the  election  of  the  developer.  The  Project  impacts  and  mitigation  discussed 
below  would  not  be  affected  by  this  election. 

B.  Project  Area 

1.  Mission  Bay 

The  approximate  300-acre  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  is  located  along  San 
Francisco's  central  Bay  waterfront,  straddling  Mission  Creek  Channel.  In  general,  the  Plan  Area 
is  bounded  by  Townsend  Street  to  the  north.  Interstate  280  and  Seventh  Street  to  the  west, 
Mariposa  Street  to  the  south,  and  San  Francisco  Bay  to  the  east. 
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Before  1998,  Mission  Bay  was  characterized  by  low-intensity  industrial  development  and  vacant 
land.  Since  adoption  of  the  North  and  South  Plans  in  1998,  Mission  Bay  has  undergone 
redevelopment  into  a mixture  of  residential,  commercial  (light  industrial,  research  and 
development,  labs  and  offices),  retail,  and  educational/institutional  uses  and  open  space.  As  of 
2014,  4,067  housing  units  (including  822  affordable  units)  of  the  planned  6,400  housing  units 
within  Mission  Bay  (roughly  64  percent)  were  complete,  with  another  900  (including  150 
affordable  units)  under  construction.  Regarding  office  and  laboratory  space,  approximately  1.7 
million  square  feet  of  the  4.4  million  square  feet  in  the  Mission  Bay  Plan  Area  (approximately  39 
percent)  was  complete. 

Approximately  82  percent  of  the  previously-approved  2.65  million-square-foot  UCSF  North 
Campus  has  been  developed,  including  six  research  buildings,  an  academic/office  building,  a 
campus  community  center,  and  a university  housing  development.  The  first  phase  of  the  UCSF 
Mission  Bay  Medical  Center  opened  in  early  2015.  In  addition,  in  November  2014,  UCSF 
approved  the  Final  UCSF  2014  Long  Range  Development  Plan,  which  provides  for  additional 
planned  development  on  the  UCSF  campus  at  Mission  Bay  through  2035.  The  City's  new  Public 
Safety  Building  at  Third  and  Mission  Rock  Streets  also  became  operational  in  April  2015.  More 
than  15  acres  of  new  non-UCSF  parks  and  open  space  within  Mission  Bay  have  also  been 
completed. 

2.  Project  Site 

No  buildings  are  currently  located  on  the  site.  Portions  of  the  site  are  unutilized,  including  a 
depressed  area  (measuring  approximately  320  feet  by  280  feet)  created  by  an  excavation  and 
backfill  associated  with  a prior  environmental  cleanup  on  the  site.  Other  portions  of  the  site  are 
currently  used  for  surface  parking.  Specifically,  paved  surface  metered  parking  facilities  are 
located  in  the  west  and  north  portions  of  the  site.  The  existing  surface  parking  facilities  are 
accessed  from  16th  Street  and  South  Street  and  include  a total  of  605  parking  spaces.  Chain  link 
fencing  is  installed  on  the  perimeter  of  the  project  site. 

3.  Surrounding  Uses 

The  UCSF  Mission  Bay  campus  is  located  west,  northwest,  southwest,  and  partially  south  of  the 
project  site.  Fronting  on  Third  Street  directly  west  of  the  project  site  is  an  eight-story  UCSF 
parking  structure  ("Third  Street  Garage"),  and  the  UCSF  Global  Flealth  and  Clinical  Sciences 
Building  (“Mission  Hall").  To  the  northwest  of  the  project  site  fronting  along  Third  Street  is 
UCSF  Hearst  Tower,  a 14-story  building  containing  student  housing;  and  to  the  north  of  that  is 
the  UCSF  Helen  Diller  Family  Cancer  Research  building.  To  the  southwest  of  the  project  site 
fronting  along  Third  Street  is  a complex  containing  the  UCSF  Energy  Center,  Betty  Irene  Moore 
Women's  Hospital,  Bakar  Cancer  Hospital,  and  Benioff  Children's  Hospital,  which  opened  in 
February  2015.  The  UCSF  Benioff  Children's  Hospital  helipad,  located  atop  the  roof  of  the 
UCSF  Ron  Conway  Gateway  Medical  Building  at  1 825  4th  Street,  also  began  operating  in 
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February  2015.  Directly  south  of  the  project  site  across  16th  Street,  between  Third  Street  and 
Illinois  Street,  is  a vacant  lot  recently  acquired  by  UCSF  (Blocks  33  and  34),  which  is  planned 
for  office  space  and  possible  outpatient  clinical  use  development  starting  in  2016. 

Directly  south  of  the  project  site  across  16th  Street,  between  Illinois  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois 
Boulevard,  is  a recently-constructed  six-story  office  building  (409  Illinois  Street)  housing 
FibroGen  Life  Science  and  other  biotech/high  tech  companies,  and  south  of  that  is  another 
recently-constructed  six-story  office  building  (499  Illinois  Street)  with  biotech  and  UCSF 
clinical  uses. 

Directly  north  of  the  project  site  across  and  fronting  on  South  Street  are  (from  west  to  east)  a 
vacant  lot  (recently  acquired  by  Uber  Technologies  and  Alexandria  Real  Estate  Equities)  and 
planned  for  development  of  office  space,  a six-story  parking  garage  (450  South  Street),  and  a 
six-story  office  building  housing  the  Old  Navy  corporate  headquarters. 

Immediately  east  of  the  project  site  and  west  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  are  City-owned 
parcels  containing  covered  stockpiled  materials.  The  planned  Bayfront  Park  is  located  on 
Mission  Bay  Plan  parcels  P21  through  P24,  located  northeast,  east,  and  partially  south  of  the 
project  site.  The  north  portion  of  the  park  (P21.  located  east  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard, 
between  Mission  Bay  Boulevard  South  and  just  south  of  Pierpoint  Lane)  is  complete,  and 
includes  a landscaped  parking  lot  and  boat  launch.  The  currently  undeveloped  central  portion  of 
the  Bayfront  Park  is  located  east  of  the  project  site  across  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  (on  P22. 
from  just  south  of  Pierpoint  Lane  to  just  south  of  16th  Street).  This  portion  of  the  park  presently 
includes  a paved  trail  (which  constitutes  a segment  of  the  Bay  Trail),  surface  parking  lot,  and 
unimproved  open  space.  Construction  of  the  south  portion  of  Bayfront  Park  (on  P23  and  P24), 
located  west  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  between  16th  Street  and  Mariposa  Street,  is 
currently  underway  in  2015  and  scheduled  for  completion  in  2016. 

C.  Project  Objectives 

Consistent  with  Section  103  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  as  presented  in 
the  Mission  Bay  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Mission  Bay  FSEIR”), 
certified  in  September  1998.  the  primary  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  are: 

• Eliminating  blighting  influences  and  the  correction  of  environmental  deficiencies  in  the 
Project  Area,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  abnormally  high  vacancies,  abandoned 
buildings,  incompatible  land  uses,  depreciated  or  stagnant  property  values,  and 
inadequate  or  deteriorated  public  improvements,  facilities,  and  utilities. 

• Retaining  and  promoting,  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  academic  and 
research  activities  associated  with  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco,  which 
seeks  to  provide  space  for  existing  and  new  programs  and  consolidate  academic  and 
support  units  from  many  dispersed  sites  at  a single  major  new  site  which  can 
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accommodate  the  2,650,000-gross  sq.  ft.  program  analyzed  in  the  UCSF  1 996  Long 
Range  Development  Plan  (“LRDP"). 

• Assembling  of  land  into  parcels  suitable  for  modern,  integrated  development  with 
improved  pedestrian  and  vehicular  circulation  in  the  Project  Area. 

• Replanning,  redesigning,  and  developing  of  undeveloped  and  underdeveloped  areas 
which  are  improperly  utilized. 

• Providing  flexibility  in  the  development  of  the  Project  Area  to  respond  readily  and 
appropriately  to  market  conditions. 

• Providing  opportunities  for  participation  by  owners  in  the  redevelopment  of  their 
properties. 

• Strengthening  the  community's  supply  of  housing  by  facilitating  economically  feasible, 
affordable  housing  through  the  installation  of  needed  site  improvements  and  expansion 
and  improvement  of  the  housing  supply  by  the  construction  of  approximately  6,090 
market-rate  units,  including  1,700  units  of  very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  housing. 

• Strengthening  the  economic  base  of  the  Project  Area  and  the  community  by  strengthening 
retail  and  other  commercial  functions  in  the  Project  Area  through  the  addition  of 
approximately  1.5  million  gross  sq.  ft.  of  retail  space,  a major  hotel,  and  about  5,557,000 
gross  sq.  ft.  of  mixed  office,  research  and  development,  and  light  manufacturing  uses. 

• Facilitating  emerging  commercial-industrial  sectors,  including  those  expected  to  emerge 
or  expand  due  to  their  proximity  to  the  UCSF  new  site,  such  as  research  and 
development,  biotechnical  research,  telecommunications,  business  service,  multi-media 
services,  and  related  light  industrial  through  improvement  of  transportation  access  to 
commercial  and  industrial  areas,  improvement  of  safety  within  the  Project  Area,  and  the 
installation  of  needed  site  improvements  to  stimulate  new  commercial  and  industrial 
expansion,  employment,  and  economic  growth. 

• Facilitating  public  transit  opportunities  to  and  within  the  Project  Area  to  the  extent 
feasible. 

• Providing  land  in  an  amount  of  approximately  47  acres  for  a variety  of  open  spaces. 

• Achieving  the  objectives  described  above  in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible. 

Consistent  with  the  overall  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan,  GSW's 
objectives  for  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  at  Blocks  29-32  are  to: 

• Construct  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San  Francisco  that  meets 
National  Basketball  Association  (NBA)  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  be  used 
year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events 
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ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3.000-18,500,  and  expands  opportunities  for  the 
City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

• Provide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail 
uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year- 
round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding 
neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project. 

• Develop  a project  that  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability 
standards. 

• Optimize  public  transit,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  to  the  site  by  locating  the  project 
within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional  transit  hubs,  and  adjacent  to  routes  that 
provide  safe  and  convenient  access  for  pedestrians  and  bicycles. 

• Provide  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  project  sponsor's 
reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

• Provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to  attract 
those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  lack  of  a world  class  3,000- 
4,000  seat  facility. 

• Develop  a project  that  promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900). 1 as  amended. 

D.  Environmental  Review 

1.  Preparation  of  the  FSEIR 

As  noted  above,  the  EIR  prepared  for  the  Project  is  a Subsequent  EIR  (“SEIR”),  tiered  from  the 
certified  Mission  Bay  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  (“Mission  Bay  FSEIR"), 
which  provided  programmatic  env  ironmental  rev  iew  of  the  overall  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment 
Plan  (consisting  of  the  Mission  Bay  North  Redevelopment  Plan  and  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan).  The  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  evaluated  the  potential  environmental  effects  of 
the  overall  development  of  the  approximately  300-acre  Mission  Bay  Plan  Area. 


1 AB  900.  effective  January  1, 2012,  provides  streamlining  benefits  under  CEQA  for  privately- 
financed  projects  located  on  an  infill  site  that  has  been  determined  to  generate  thousands  of  jobs 
and  include  state-of-the-art  pollution  reductions. 


8 


The  Project  at  Blocks  29-32  is  a subsequent  activity  allowed  under,  and  consistent  with,  the 
Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan.  Consistent  with  the  major  redevelopment  objectives  in 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan,  the  Project  would  further  diversify  the  economic 
base  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  and  add  retail  and  entertainment 
amenities  to  the  area.  The  Project  would  also  provide  Mission  Bay  employees  and  residents  with 
additional  opportunities  to  engage  in  recreational  activities  near  their  homes  and  jobs.  The 
Project  also  promotes  the  Plan  Bay  Area's  objective  to  create  “neighborhoods  where  transit, 
jobs,  schools,  services  and  recreation  are  conveniently  located  near  people's  homes."  (See 
Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments  (“ABAG")  / Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission 
(“MTC”)  Plan  Bay  Area,  p.  42.) 

On  November  19,  2014,  OCII.  as  lead  agency  responsible  for  administering  the  environmental 
review  for  private  projects  in  the  Mission  Bay  North  and  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  of  San 
Francisco,  issued  a Notice  of  Preparation  (“NOP”)  to  notify  and  inform  agencies  and  interested 
parties  about  the  Project  and  to  initiate  the  CEQA  environmental  review  process  for  the  Project. 
The  NOP  included  an  Initial  Study,  which  described  and  analyzed  environmental  resource  areas 
that  would  not  be  significantly  affected  by  the  Project  and  included  mitigation  measures  to 
reduce  certain  impacts  to  less  than  significant  levels.  The  Initial  Study  determined  that  the 
following  topics  were  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  such  that  the  Project 
would  have  no  new  significant  impacts  or  no  substantially  more  severe  impacts  previously  found 
significant  on  these  resources:  Land  Use;  Population  and  Flousing;  Cultural  and  Paleontological 
Resources;  Recreation;  Air  Quality  (odors);  Utilities  and  Services  Systems  (water  supply  and 
solid  waste);  Public  Services  (schools,  parks,  and  other  services);  Biological  Resources;  Geology 
and  Soils;  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  (groundwater,  drainage,  flooding,  and  inundation); 
Flazards  and  Flazardous  Materials;  Mineral  and  Energy  Resources;  and  Agricultural  and  Forest 
Resources.  As  discussed  further  in  the  Initial  Study  and  the  RTC  in  the  FSEIR.  the  Project  as 
mitigated  in  the  Initial  Study  will  result  in  a less  than  significant  impacts  with  respect  to  each  of 
the  above-listed  topics. 

During  a 30-day  public  scoping  period  that  ended  on  December  19,  2014,  OCII  accepted 
comments  from  agencies  and  interested  parties  identifying  environmental  issues  that  should  be 
addressed  in  the  SEIR.  In  addition,  a public  scoping  meeting  was  held  on  December  9,  2014,  to 
receive  oral  comments  on  the  scope  of  the  SEIR.  OCII  has  considered  the  comments  made  by  the 
public  and  agencies  in  preparing  the  SEIR  on  the  Project. 

The  GSW  DSEIR  for  the  Project  was  published  on  June  5,  2015,  and  circulated  to  local,  state, 
and  federal  agencies  and  to  interested  organizations  and  individuals  for  review  from  June  5, 

2015,  through  July  27,  2015,  for  a total  public  comment  period  of  52  days.  Paper  copies  of  the 
GSW  DSEIR  were  made  available  for  public  review  at  the  following  locations:  (1 ) OCII,  at  1 
South  Van  Ness  Avenue  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  California;  (2)  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department,  1660  Mission  Street,  1st  Floor,  Planning  Information  Counter,  San  Francisco, 
California;  (3)  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  100  Larkin  Street,  San  Francisco,  California;  and 
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(4)  San  Francisco  Library,  Mission  Bay  Branch,  960  4th  Street.  San  Francisco.  California.2  On 
June  5.  2015,  the  Planning  Department  also  distributed  notices  of  availability  of  the  GSW 
DSEIR.  published  notification  of  its  availability  in  a newspaper  of  general  circulation  in  San 
Francisco,  and  posted  notices  at  the  project  site. 

During  the  public  review  period,  OCII  conducted  a public  hearing  to  receive  oral  comments  on 
the  GSW  DSEIR.  The  public  hearing  was  held  before  the  OCII  Commission  on  June  30,  2015,  at 
San  Francisco  City  Flail.  A court  reporter  present  at  the  public  hearing  transcribed  the  oral 
comments  verbatim  and  prepared  a written  transcript.  During  the  GSW  DSEIR  public  review 
period.  OCII  received  comments  from  approximately  nine  public  agencies,  I I non-governmental 
organizations,  and  155  individuals.  See  Chapter  1 1 of  the  FSEIR  for  a complete  list  of  persons 
commenting  on  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

The  GSW  DSEIR  addressed  environmental  resource  areas  upon  which  the  Project  could  result  in 
potentially  significant,  physical  environmental  impacts  as  well  as  identified  and  analyzed 
alternatives  to  the  Project.  Specifically,  the  GSW  DSEIR  analyzed  impacts  to  the  following 
resources:  Transportation  and  Circulation;  Noise  and  Vibration;  Air  Quality;  Greenhouse  Gas 
Emissions;  Wind  and  Shadow;  Utilities  and  Service  Systems  (wastewater  and  stormwater); 

Public  Services  (police  and  fire  services);  and  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  (wastewater, 
stormwater,  and  flood  hazards). 

On  October  23,  2015,  OCII  published  the  FSEIR,  consisting  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  comments 
received  during  the  review  period,  any  additional  information  that  became  available  after  the 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  and  the  RTC  in  fulfillment  of  requirements  of  CEQA  and 
consistent  with  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15132. 

2.  CEQA  Streamlining 

In  addition  to  tiering  from  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  focusing  the  environmental  analysis  on 
potentially  significant  impacts  of  the  Project  as  identified  in  the  Initial  Study  (see,  e.g.,  GSW 
DSEIR,  pp.  2-2  to  2-8;  RTC.  pp.  1 3.3-22  to  1 3.3-3 1 ),  the  GSW  SEIR  utilizes  CEQA 
streamlining  provisions  set  forth  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21099. 

Public  Resources  Code  Section  21099(d),  effective  January  I,  2014.  provides  that,  “aesthetics 
and  parking  impacts  of  a [1]  residential,  mixed-  use  residential,  or  employment  center  project  on 
an  [2]  infill  site  [3]  located  within  a transit  priority  area  shall  not  be  considered  significant 
impacts  on  the  environment.”  The  Project  meets  all  three  of  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Public 


2 Electronic  copies  of  the  GSW  SEIR  and  the  administrative  record  could  be  accessed  through 
the  internet  on  the  OCII  website.  Mission  Bay  webpage  starting  on  June  5,  201 5 at  the  following 
address:  http://www.sfocii.org/index.aspx?page=61.  and  on  the  Planning  Department  website. 
Environmental  Impacts  and  Negative  Declarations  webpage  at  the  following  address: 
http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx7pageH  828. 
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Resources  Code  Section  21099(d).  The  Project  qualifies  as  an  employment  center  project 
because  the  project  site  is  designated  Commercial  Industrial  / Retail  within  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  the  Project  includes  a floor  area  ratio  that  exceeds  0.75.  (Pub. 
Resources  Code,  § 21099,  subd.  (a)(1).)  The  project  site  constitutes  an  infill  site  because,  among 
other  reasons,  the  site  is  located  in  an  urban  area  within  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  was 
previously  developed  with  industrial  and  commercial  uses.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21099, 
subd.  (a)(2).)  Finally,  the  Project  is  located  within  a transit  priority  area  because,  among  other 
reasons,  the  project  site  is  located  within  one-half  mile  of  several  transit  routes,  including  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA)  Muni  Metro  stops  connecting  two  or 
more  major  bus  routes  with  a frequency  of  service  interval  of  15  minutes  or  less  during  the 
morning  and  afternoon  peak  commute  periods.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  §§  21064.3,  21099,  subd. 
(a)(7).)  Thus,  CEQA  does  not  require  the  GSW  SE1R  to  consider  either  aesthetics  or  the 
adequacy  of  parking  in  determining  the  significance  of  Project  impacts. 

Public  Resources  Code  Section  21099(d)  states  that  a Lead  Agency  maintains  the  authority  to 
consider  aesthetic  impacts  pursuant  to  local  design  review  ordinances  or  other  discretionary 
powers.  Consistent  with  OCII's  normal  procedures,  the  design  review  process  considers  relevant 
design  and  aesthetic  issues.  Furthermore,  for  informational  purposes,  Chapter  3 of  the  GSW 
DSEIR,  Project  Description,  includes  graphic  depictions  of  the  Project  and  Chapter  5,  Section 
5.2,  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  Transportation  and  Circulation,  presents  a parking  demand  analysis  and 
considers  any  secondary  physical  impacts  associated  with  constrained  supply  (e.g.,  queuing  by 
drivers  waiting  for  scarce  onsite  parking  spaces  that  affects  the  public  right-of-way)  as  applicable 
in  the  transportation  analysis. 

3.  Recirculation 

Under  section  1 5088.5  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  recirculation  of  an  EIR  is  required  when 
“significant  new  information"  is  added  to  the  EIR  after  public  notice  is  given  of  the  availability 
of  the  Draft  EIR  for  public  review  but  prior  to  certification  of  the  Final  EIR.  The  term 
“information"  can  include  changes  in  the  project  or  environmental  setting,  as  well  as  additional 
data  or  other  information.  New  information  added  to  an  EIR  is  not  “significant"  unless  the  EIR 
is  changed  in  a way  that  deprives  the  public  of  a meaningful  opportunity  to  comment  upon  a 
substantial  adverse  environmental  effect  of  the  project  or  a feasible  way  to  mitigate  or  avoid  such 
an  effect  (including  a feasible  project  alternative)  that  the  project's  proponents  have  declined  to 
implement.  “Significant  new  information"  requiring  recirculation  includes,  for  example,  a 
disclosure  showing  that: 

(1)  A new  significant  environmental  impact  would  result  from  the  project  or  from  a new 
mitigation  measure  proposed  to  be  implemented. 

(2)  A substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  an  environmental  impact  would  result  unless 
mitigation  measures  are  adopted  that  reduce  the  impact  to  a level  of  insignificance. 


(3)  A feasible  project  alternative  or  mitigation  measure  considerably  different  from  others 
previously  analyzed  would  clearly  lessen  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the 
project,  but  the  project's  proponents  decline  to  adopt  it. 

(4)  The  DEIR  was  so  fundamentally  and  basically  inadequate  and  conclusory  in  nature  that 
meaningful  public  review  and  comment  were  precluded. 

(CEQA  Guidelines.  § 15088.5,  subd.  (a).) 

Recirculation  is  not  required  where  the  new  information  added  to  the  EIR  merely  clarifies  or 
amplifies  or  makes  insignificant  modifications  in  an  adequate  EIR.  The  above  standard  is  "not 
intended]  to  promote  endless  rounds  of  revision  and  recirculation  of  EIRs.”  ( Laurel  Heights 
Improvement  Assn.  v.  Regents  of  the  Univ.  of  Cal.  (1993)  6 Cal. 4th  1112.  1132  ( Laurel 
Heights).)  "Recirculation  was  intended  to  be  an  exception,  rather  than  the  general  rule.”  (Ibid.) 

OCII  recognizes  that  minor  changes  have  been  made  to  the  Project  and  additional  evidence  has 
been  developed  after  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Specifically,  as  discussed  in  the  RTC,  after 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  Project  Sponsor  proposed  Project  refinements  that  are 
described  in  Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR.  The  Project  refinements  constitute  minor  Project  changes 
(generator  relocation,  project  design  to  reduce  wind  hazards,  transportation  improvements, 
revised  construction  tower  crane  plan,  modification  of  certain  construction  techniques,  and 
modification  of  sources  of  electricity  during  construction).  As  described  in  the  FSEIR,  these 
refinements  would  result  in  either  no  changes  to  the  impact  conclusions  or  a reduction  in  the 
severity  of  the  impact  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR  also  includes  an  additional  Project  variant.  Like  the  Project 
refinements,  the  variant  constitutes  a minor  change  to  the  Project.  The  variant  would  generally 
have  the  same  impacts  as  those  identified  for  the  Project  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  all  impact 
significance  determinations  would  be  the  same. 

Finally,  the  FSEIR  includes  supplemental  data  and  information  that  was  developed  after 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  to  further  support  the  information  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 
None  of  this  supplemental  information  affects  the  conclusions  or  results  in  substantive  changes 
to  the  information  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  or  to  the  significance  of  impacts  as  disclosed  in 
the  GSW  DSEIR.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  that  none  of  the  changes  and  revisions  in  the 
FSEIR  substantially  affects  the  analysis  or  conclusions  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR;  therefore, 
recirculation  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  for  additional  public  comments  is  not  required. 
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CEQA  case  law  emphasizes  that  ‘“[t]he  CEQA  reporting  process  is  not  designed  to  freeze  the 
ultimate  proposal  in  the  precise  mold  of  the  initial  project;  indeed,  new  and  unforeseen  insights 
may  emerge  during  investigation,  evoking  revision  of  the  original  proposal.'”  ( Kings  County 
Farm  Bureau  v.  City  of  Hanford  (1990)  221  Cal.App.3d  692,  736-737;  see  also  River  Valley 
Preservation  Project  v.  Metropolitan  Transit  Development  Bd.  (1995)  37  Cal.App.4th  154,  168, 
fn.  1 1 .)  ‘“CEQA  compels  an  interactive  process  of  assessment  of  environmental  impacts  and 
responsive  project  modification  which  must  be  genuine.  It  must  be  open  to  the  public,  premised 
upon  a full  and  meaningful  disclosure  of  the  scope,  purposes,  and  effect  of  a consistently 
described  project,  with  flexibility  to  respond  to  unforeseen  insights  that  emerge  from  the 
process.’  [Citation.]  In  short,  a project  must  be  open  for  public  discussion  and  subject  to  agency 
modification  during  the  CEQA  process.”  ( Concerned  Citizens  of  Costa  Mesa,  Inc.  v.  33rd  Dist. 
Agricultural  Assn.  (1986)  42  Cal. 3d  929,  936.)  Similarly,  additional  studies  included  in  a Final 
EIR  that  result  in  minor  modifications  or  additions  to  analysis  concerning  significant  impacts 
disclosed  in  a Draft  EIR  does  not  constitute  “significant  new  information”  requiring  recirculation 
of  an  EIR.  (See  Mount  Shasta  Bioregional  Ecology  Center  v.  County  of  Siskiyou  (20 12)210 
Cal.App.4th  184,  221  [incorporation  of  technical  studies  in  a Final  EIR  disclosing  additional 
locations  affected  by  a significant  noise  impact  identified  in  the  Draft  EIR  did  not  require 
recirculation].)  Here,  the  changes  made  to  the  Project  and  the  additional  evidence  relied  on  in  the 
FSEIR  are  exactly  the  kind  of  information  and  revisions  that  the  case  law  recognizes  as 
legitimate  and  proper  and  does  not  trigger  the  need  to  recirculate  the  GSW  DSEIR.  In  fact,  OCII 
requested  many  of  the  Project  refinements  and  the  performance  of  additional  analysis  based  on 
comments  received  from  the  Mission  Bay  Citizens  Advisory  Committee,  the  UCSF  Chancellor's 
Office,  neighborhood  organizations  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Event  Center,  and  other  community 
stakeholders. 

E.  AB  900 

The  Project  Sponsor  applied  to  the  Governor  of  California  for  certification  of  the  Project  as  a 
leadership  project  under  AB  900,  and  the  application  was  subject  to  public  review  from  March  2, 
2015,  through  April  1, 2015.  On  March  21, 2015,  the  California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB) 
issued  Executive  Order  G- 15-022,  determining  that  the  Project  would  not  result  in  any  net 
additional  greenhouse  gases  (GHGs)  for  purposes  of  certification  under  AB  900.  On  April  30, 
2015,  Governor  Edmund  G.  Brown  Jr.  certified  the  Project  as  an  eligible  project  under  AB  900. 
and  the  Governor’s  Office  of  Planning  and  Research  (OPR)  forwarded  the  Governor's 
determination  to  the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee.  OPR  prepared  an  independent 
evaluation  of  the  transportation  efficiency  analysis.  On  May  22,  2015,  the  State  Legislative 
Analyst’s  Office  indicated  that  the  Project  aligns  with  the  intent  of  AB  900,  and  recommended  to 
the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee  that  it  concur  with  the  Governor's  determination.  On 
May  27,  2015,  the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee  concurred  with  the  Governor's 
determination  that  the  Project  is  an  eligible  project  under  AB  900. 
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The  process  of  certifying  a project  as  an  environmental  leadership  project  pursuant  to  AB  900, 
including  quantification  of  GHG  emissions,  is  a separate  process  from  the  preparation  of  an  EIR 
under  CEQA,  with  separate  and  distinct  review  and  approval  requirements.  The  Governor’s 
findings  and  certification  of  the  Project  as  an  environmental  leadership  development  project  are 
final  and  are  not  subject  to  judicial  review.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21 184.  subd.  (b)(l ).) 

Because  the  Project  is  an  environmental  leadership  development  project,  OCI1  has  complied  with 
procedures  set  forth  in  Public  Resources  sections  2 1 1 86  and  21  187  as  part  of  the  administrative 
review  process  for  the  Project.  In  the  event  of  litigation  challenging  approval  of  the  Project  by 
the  OCII  Commission  (or  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  after  an  administrative  appeal),  the 
environmental  leadership  development  project  is  subject  to  Rules  of  Court  specifically  designed 
to  ensure  the  actions  or  proceedings  challenging  the  adequacy  of  an  EIR  adopted  for  an 
environmental  leadership  development  project  or  the  granting  of  project  approvals  for  such  a 
project,  including  any  potential  appeals  therefrom,  are  resolved,  within  270  days  of  certification 
of  the  record  of  proceedings.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21  185.)  The  same  is  true  of  any  state  court 
litigation  over  any  other  project  approvals  needed  by  other  state,  regional,  or  local  agencies  for 
the  Project.  (Id.) 

F.  Consistency  with  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 

The  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  designates  land  uses  for  specific  parcels  within  the 
Plan  Area.  Proposed  land  uses  to  be  permitted  for  Blocks  29-32  are  designated  as  Commercial 
Industrial/Retail,  and  the  plan  provides  for  either  principal  or  secondary  uses  at  this  site.  Primary 
uses  are  permitted  in  accordance  with  the  Plan’s  provisions,  and  secondary  uses  are  permitted, 
provided  that  such  use  generally  conforms  with  redevelopment  objectives  and  planning  and 
design  controls  established  pursuant  to  this  Plan.  As  the  GSW  DSEIR  explains  on  page  4-2, 

"[o]n  September  17,  1998.  by  Resolution  No.  14702,  the  Planning  Commission  determined  that 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  provides  for  a type,  intensity,  and  location  of 
development  that  is  consistent  with  the  overall  goals,  objectives,  and  policies  of  the  General 
Plan.  Therefore,  the  project's  consistency  with  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  ... 
would  ensure  that  the  project  would  not  obviously  or  substantially  conflict  with  General  Plan 
goals,  policies,  or  objectives.’’ 

A project  is  consistent  with  a general  plan  "if.  considering  all  its  aspects,  it  will  further  the 
objectives  and  policies  of  the  general  plan  and  not  obstruct  their  attainment.”  (Coronci-Norco 
Unified  School  Dist.  v.  City  of  Corona  ( 1 993)  1 7 Cal.App.4th  985.  994.)  A 1 00%  match  with 
each  policy  is  not  required.  ( Clover  Valley  Foundation  v.  City  of  Rocklin  (201 1)  197  Cal.App.4th 
200,  238.)  Rather,  a lead  agency  must  consider  whether  a project  is  “compatible  with  'the 
objectives,  policies,  general  land  uses  and  programs  specified  in  the  general  plan.”  (Ibid.)  A 
project  will  only  be  considered  inconsistent  if  it  "conflicts  with  a general  plan  policy  that  is 
fundamental,  mandatory,  and  clear.”  (Endangered  Habitats  League , Inc.  v.  County > of  Orange 
(2005)  131  Cal.App.4th  777,  782.) 
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The  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  identifies  the  following  principal  uses  under  the 
Commercial  Industrial/Retail  land  use  designation  applicable  to  Blocks  29-32:  manufacturing; 
institutions;  retails  sales  and  services;  arts  activities;  art  spaces;  office  use;  home  and  business 
services;  animal  care;  wholesaling;  automotive;  and  other  uses  (e.g.,  greenhouse,  nursery,  open 
recreation  and  activity  areas,  parking  and  certain  telecommunications-related  facilities).  The 
following  secondary  uses  are  also  identified:  institutions,  assembly  and  entertainment,  and  other 
uses  (including  public  structures  or  uses  of  a nonindustrial  character). 

Additionally,  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  describes  general  controls  and 
limitations  for  development,  and  sets  limits  on  leasable  square  footages  of  various  uses  within 
defined  zones  within  the  Plan  Area,  including  the  project  site.  The  Plan  sets  a maximum  floor 
area  ratio  of  2.9  to  1 for  the  commercial  industrial/  retail  uses  at  the  project  site,  and  the 
maximum  building  height  within  the  entire  Plan  Area  is  160  feet.  The  plan  further  indicates  that 
within  the  limits,  restrictions,  and  controls  established  in  the  plan,  OCII  is  authorized  to  establish 
height  limits  of  buildings,  land  coverage,  density,  setback  requirements,  design  and  sign  criteria, 
traffic  circulation  and  access  standards  and  other  development  and  design  controls  in  the  Design 
for  Development. 

The  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  Project  does  not  conflict  with  any  land  use  plans  or  policies 
that  provide  guidance  for  development  proposed  within  the  region,  including  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan,  the  San  Francisco  General  Plan,  San  Francisco  Planning  Code,  Plan 
Bay  Area,  the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan,  San  Francisco  Bay  Plan,  and  the  San  Francisco  Basin  Plan. 

G.  Approval  Actions 

The  OCII  Commission,  as  the  lead  agency  under  CEQA  for  the  Project,  is  responsible  for 
certifying  the  FSEIR.  Thereafter,  local  agencies  and  possibly  one  state  agency  will  rely  on  the 
FSE1R  for  the  approval  actions  listed  below  and  in  doing  so  will  adopt  CEQA  findings,  including 
a statement  of  overriding  considerations  and  a mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program. 

With  the  exception  of  OCII  and  the  OCII  Commission,  which  together  make  up  the  Lead 
Agency,  all  other  agencies  approving  the  Project,  including  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  its  departments  and  commissions,  will  be  acting  as  Responsible  Agencies.’ 

The  following  approvals  or  permits  are  required  for  the  Project  to  be  implemented: 

3 By  Resolution  33-2015,  to  increase  public  participation  in  the  CEQA  process,  the  OCII 
Commission  voluntarily  requested  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  consider  any  appeal  filed  of  the 
OCII's  certification  of  the  GSW  FSEIR.  If  such  an  appeal  were  filed,  the  Board  would  affirm  or 
reverse  that  certification.  If  reversed,  the  Board  would  adopt  findings  and  remand  the  FSEIR  to 
the  OCII  for  further  action  consistent  with  its  findings.  However,  consistent  with  Ordinance  No. 
2 1 5- 1 2,  by  which  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  acting  as  the  Successor  Agency  to  the  former  San 
Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency,  delegated  final  land  use  decisionmaking  authority  over  the 
project  area  to  the  OCII  Commission,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  has  no  decision-making  authority 
over  the  project  except  in  its  capacity  as  a responsible  agency  under  CEQA. 
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• Approval  by  the  OCII  Executive  Director  of  secondary  use  findings  of  consistency  for 
the  proposed  event  center 

• Approval  by  the  OC11  Commission  of  a new  Major  Phase  for  Blocks  29-32,  and  related 
conditions  of  approval 

• Approval  by  the  OCII  Commission  of  Combined  Basic  Concept  and  Schematic  Designs 
(Schematic  Designs)  for  the  Project 

• Approval  by  the  OCII  Commission  (and  any  other  City  Departments  as  required  under 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Plan.  OPA.  Interagency  Corporation  Agreement,  and  associated 
documents)  of:  amendments  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Design  for  Development,  and 
modifications  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Signage  Master  Plan  and  Mission  Bay  South 
Streetscape  Plan,  and  conditions  of  approval. 

• Approval  by  Mayor,  Department  of  Public  Works  Executive  Director,  and  OCII 
Executive  Director  of  any  non-material  changes  to  Mission  Bay  South  Infrastructure  Plan 

• Entertainment  Commission  approval  of  applicable  entertainment  permits,  including,  but 
not  limited  to,  a Place  of  Entertainment  permit 

• Planning  Commission  approval  of  office  building  Schematic  Designs  related  to 
Proposition  M allocation 

• Port  of  San  Francisco  staff  approval  of  changes  to  waterfront  infrastructure,  including 
roadway  striping 

• San  Francisco  MTA/Department  of  Public  Works  approval  for  reconfiguration  of 
adjacent  streets 

• San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works  and  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of 
subdivision  maps,  including  street  vacations,  acceptance  of  public  improvements  and 
right-of-way  dedications,  and  encroachment  permits  to  the  extent  required 

• Termination  or  relocation  of  existing  City-reserved  easements  by  applicable  City 
departments,  including  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  to  the  extent 
required 

• San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection  approval  of  a building/site  permit,  and 
related  approvals  from  other  City  departments  including  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  for  utility  connections 

• Approval  from  the  University  of  California  (UCSF)  to  terminate  and/or  modify  a view 
easement  extending  100  feet  within  the  project  site  along  the  Campus  Way  axis  or 
consent  to  implementation  of  the  Project  if  it  encroaches  into  the  view  easement  area  (not 
required  under  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Project  Variant) 
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H.  Contents  and  Location  of  Record 

The  record  upon  which  all  findings  and  determinations  related  to  the  Project  consists  of  those 
items  listed  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21 167.6,  subdivision  (e),  including  but  not  limited 
to  the  following  documents,  which  are  incorporated  by  reference  and  made  part  of  the  record 
supporting  these  findings: 

• The  NOP  and  all  other  public  notices  issued  by  OC11  in  conjunction  with  the  Project. 

• The  GSW  DSEIR  and  all  documents  referenced  in  or  relied  upon  by  the  FSEIR.  (The 
references  in  these  findings  to  the  FSEIR  include  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  RTC,  and  the 
Initial  Study.) 

• The  MMRP  for  the  Project. 

• All  findings  and  resolutions  adopted  by  OCII  in  connection  with  the  Project,  and  all 
documents  cited  or  referred  to  therein. 

• All  information  including  written  evidence  and  testimony  provided  by  City  and  OCII 
staff  to  the  OCII  Commission  relating  to  the  SEIR,  the  Project,  and  the  alternatives  set 
forth  in  the  GSW  SEIR  or  these  CEQA  findings. 

• All  information  provided  by  the  public,  including  the  proceedings  of  the  public  hearings 
on  the  adequacy  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  the  transcripts  of  the  hearings,  including  the 
OCII  Commission  hearing  on  June  30,  2015,  and  written  correspondence  received  by 
OCII  staff  during  the  public  comment  period  of  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

• All  information  and  documents  included  on  the  website  prepared  for  the  Project  pursuant 
AB  900,  which  are  available  at  the  following  link:  http://www.gsweventcenter.com/ 

The  OCII  Commission  has  relied  on  all  of  the  documents  listed  above  in  reaching  its  decision  on 
the  Project,  even  if  not  every  document  was  formally  presented  to  the  Commission.  Without 
exception,  any  documents  set  forth  above  not  found  in  the  Project  files  fall  into  one  of  two 
categories.  In  the  first  category,  many  of  the  documents  reflect  prior  planning  or  legislative 
decisions  of  which  the  OCII  Commission  was  familiar  with  when  approving  the  Project.  (See 
City  of  Santa  Cruz  v.  Local  Agency  Formation  Com.  (1978)  76  Cal.App.3d  381,391  -392; 
Dominey  v.  Dept,  of  Personnel  Admin.  (1988)  205  Cal.App.3d  729,  738,  fn.  6.)  In  the  second 
category,  documents  that  influenced  the  expert  advice  provided  to  OCII  staff  or  consultants,  who 
then  provided  advice  to  the  OCII  Commission  as  final  decisionmakers,  form  part  of  the 
underlying  factual  basis  for  the  OCII  Commission's  decisions  relating  to  approval  of  the  Project 
and  properly  constitute  part  of  the  administrative  record.  (See  Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21 167.6, 
subd.  (e)(  1 0);  Browning-Ferris  Industries  v.  City  Council  of  City  of  San  Jose  ( 1 986)  1 8 1 


17 


Cal.App.3d  852.  866;  Stanislaus  Audubon  Society.  Inc.  v.  County  of  Stanislaus  ( 1 995)  33 
Cal.App.4th  144.  153,  155.) 

The  public  hearing  transcript,  a copy  of  all  letters  regarding  the  GSW  DSEIR  received  during  the 
public  review  period,  the  administrative  record,  and  background  documentation  for  the  FSEIR. 
as  well  as  additional  materials  concerning  approval  of  the  Project  and  adoption  of  these  findings 
are  contained  in  the  Project  files.  Project  files  are  available  by  contacting  Claudia  Guerra,  OC1I 
Commission  Secretary,  the  Custodian  of  Records  for  OC11,  at  the  Office  of  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure.  1 South  Van  Ness  Avenue,  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94103. 
All  files  have  been  available  to  the  OCII  Commission  and  the  public  for  review  in  considering 
these  findings  and  whether  to  approve  the  Project. 

I.  Findings  About  Significant  Environmental  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measures 

The  following  Sections  - II,  III  and  IV  - set  forth  the  OCII  Commission's  findings  about  the 
FSEIR’s  determinations  regarding  significant  environmental  impacts  and  the  mitigation 
measures  proposed  to  address  them.  These  findings  provide  the  written  analysis  and  conclusions 
of  the  OCII  Commission  regarding  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project  and  the  mitigation 
measures  included  as  part  of  the  FSEIR  and  adopted  by  the  OCII  Commission  as  part  of  the 
Project.  To  avoid  duplication  and  redundancy,  and  because  the  OCII  Commission  agrees  with, 
and  hereby  adopts,  the  conclusions  in  the  FSEIR.  these  findings  will  not  repeat  the  analysis  and 
conclusions  in  the  FSEIR.  but  instead  incorporates  them  by  reference  in  these  findings  and  relies 
upon  them  as  substantial  evidence  supporting  these  findings. 

In  making  these  findings,  the  OCII  Commission  has  considered  the  opinions  of  staff  and  experts, 
other  agencies,  and  members  of  the  public.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  determination  of 
significance  thresholds  is  generally  a decision  requiring  judgment  within  the  discretion  of  OCII; 
the  significance  thresholds  used  in  the  FSEIR  are  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the 
record,  including  the  expert  opinion  of  the  FSEIR  preparers  and  OCII  staff;  and  the  significance 
thresholds  used  in  the  FSEIR  provide  reasonable  and  appropriate  means  of  assessing  the 
significance  of  the  adverse  environmental  effects  of  the  Project.  Thus,  although  as  a legal  matter, 
the  OCII  Commission  is  not  bound  by  the  significance  determinations  in  the  FSEIR  (see  Pub. 
Resources  Code,  § 21082.2,  subd.  (e)),  the  OCII  Commission  finds  them  persuasive  and  hereby 
adopts  them  as  its  own. 

These  findings  do  not  attempt  to  describe  the  full  analysis  of  each  environmental  impact 
contained  in  the  FSEIR.  Instead,  a full  explanation  of  these  environmental  findings  and 
conclusions  can  be  found  in  the  FSEIR.  and  these  findings  hereby  incorporate  by  reference  the 
discussion  and  analysis  in  the  FSEIR  supporting  the  FSEIR's  determination  regarding  the 
Project’s  impacts  and  mitigation  measures  designed  to  address  those  impacts.  In  making  these 
findings,  the  OCII  Commission  ratifies,  adopts  and  incorporates  in  these  findings,  the 
determinations  and  conclusions  of  the  FSEIR  relating  to  environmental  impacts  and  mitigation 
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measures,  except  to  the  extent  any  such  determinations  and  conclusions  are  specifically  and 
expressly  modified  by  these  findings. 

As  set  forth  below,  the  OCII  Commission  adopts  and  incorporates  all  of  the  mitigation  measures 
within  its  authority  and  jurisdiction  as  lead  agency,  as  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR  and  presented  in  the 
attached  MMRP  (Exhibit  B).  in  order  to  substantially  lessen  or  avoid  the  potentially  significant 
and  significant  impacts  of  the  Project.  The  MMRP  will  remain  available  for  public  review  during 
the  compliance  period.  In  adopting  mitigation  measures  from  the  FSEIR,  the  OCII  Commission 
intends  to  adopt  each  of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Project  for 
adoption  by  OCII.  The  OCII  Commission  also  intends  that  the  MMRP  should  include  each  and 
every  mitigation  measure  included  in  the  FSEIR,  including  those  assigned  to  responsible 
agencies.  Accordingly,  in  the  event  a mitigation  measure  recommended  in  the  FSEIR  has 
inadvertently  been  omitted  in  these  findings  or  the  MMRP.  any  such  mitigation  measure  is 
hereby  adopted  and/or  incorporated  in  the  findings  below  by  reference.  In  addition,  in  the  event 
the  language  describing  a mitigation  measure  set  forth  in  these  findings  or  the  MMRP  fails  to 
accurately  reflect  the  mitigation  measures  in  the  FSEIR  due  to  a clerical  error,  the  language  of 
the  policies  and  implementation  measures  as  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR  shall  control.  The  impact 
numbers  and  mitigation  measure  numbers  used  in  these  findings  reflect  the  impact  and 
mitigation  measure  numbers  used  in  the  FSEIR. 

In  the  section  II.  Ill  and  IV  below,  the  same  statutory  findings  are  made  for  a category  of 
environmental  impacts  and  mitigation  measures.  Rather  than  repeat  the  identical  finding  dozens 
of  times  to  address  each  and  every  significant  effect  and  mitigation  measure,  the  initial  finding 
obviates  the  need  for  such  repetition  because  in  no  instance  is  the  OCII  Commission  rejecting  the 
conclusions  of  the  FSEIR  or  the  mitigation  measures  recommended  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Project. 

II.  IMPACTS  FOUND  TO  BE  LESS  THAN  SIGNIFICANT  AND  THUS  REQUIRING 
NO  MITIGATION 

Under  CEQA,  no  mitigation  measures  are  required  for  impacts  that  are  less  than  significant. 

(Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21002;  CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  15126.4,  subd.  (a)(3),  15091.)  Based  on 
substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that 
implementation  of  the  Project  will  not  result  in  any  significant  impacts  in  the  following  areas  and 
that  these  impact  areas,  therefore,  do  not  require  mitigation.  In  some  instances,  the  Project  would 
have  no  impact  in  a particular  area;  these  instances  are  denoted  below  by  "NI"  for  no  impact. 

A.  Land  Use  and  Land  Use  Planning 

1.  Impact  LU-1.  Impacts  on  an  established  community  from  physical  division  of  the 
area.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  29;  RTC,  Response  LU-1;  Response  PP-1; 
Response  PD-l.) 
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2.  Impact  LU-2,  Consistency  with  plans,  policies  and  regulations.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  30;  RTC,  Response  LU-I;  Response  LU-2;  Response  PP-1; 
Response  PD-1 .) 

3.  Impact  LU-3.  Effects  on  existing  land  use  character.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix 
NOP-IS  p.  32:  RTC,  Response  LU-1:  Response  PP-1;  Response  PD-1.) 

4.  Impact  C-LU-1,  Significant  cumulative  impacts  to  land  use  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  34;  RTC.  Response  LU-I ; Response  PD-1 .) 

B.  Population  and  Housing 

1.  Impact  PH-1,  Effects  of  construction  activities  on  population  growth.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  39.) 

2.  Impact  PH-2.  Effects  of  construction  on  existing  housing  units  and  housing 
demand.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  40.) 

3.  Impact  PH-3.  Effects  of  construction  on  existing  housing  units  or  residents  from 
displacement.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  40.) 

4.  Impact  PH-4.  Effects  of  operations  on  population  growth.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  41;  RTC.  Response  PD-4.) 

5.  Impact  PH-5.  Effects  of  operations  on  housing  displacement  or  housing  demand 
(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

6.  Impact  PH-6  (NI),  Effects  of  operations  on  displacement  of  people  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

7.  Impact  C-PH-1,  Significant  cumulative  effects  on  population  and  housing  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

C.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  CP-1,  Substantial  adverse  change  to  historical  resources.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  47.) 

2.  Impact  CP-3.  Destruction  of  paleontological  or  geologic  features  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  55.) 

3.  Impact  CP-4.  Disturbance  of  human  remains  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p. 
56.) 

D.  Transportation  and  Circulation 
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1.  Impact  TR-1.  Construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-1 1 1;  RTC,  Response  TR-10;  Response  TR-1 1.) 

2.  Impact  TR-4,  Effects  on  transit  demand  without  SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-135;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-5;  Response  TR-1 2.) 

3.  Impact  TR-7,  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  without  SF  Giants  game. 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-157;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-7.) 

4.  Impact  TR-8,  Effects  of  loading  on  hazardous  conditions  or  delays  for  traffic, 
transit,  bikes  or  pedestrians.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-161;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response 
TR-8.) 

5.  Impact  TR-9b,  Effects  of  construction  lighting  on  UCSF  helipad  flight 
operations.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-266.) 

6.  Impact  TR-9c,  Obstruction  of  UCSF  helipad  airspace  surfaces.  (GSW  DSEIR  p. 
5.2-267.) 

7.  Impact  TR-10,  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  without  SF  Giants  game. 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-166;  RTC,  Response  TR-9;  Response  TR-1 1.) 

8.  Impact  TR-16,  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  with  overlapping  SF 
Giants  evening  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-189;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

9.  Impact  TR-17,  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  with  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-189;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

10.  Impact  TR-23,  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  without  Muni  Special 
Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-206;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

1 1.  Impact  TR-24.  Effects  on  loading  without  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service 
Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-207;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

12.  Impact  TR-25,  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  without  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-208;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

13.  Impact  C-TR-1,  Cumulative  construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts. 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-210;  RTC,  Response  TR-10;  Response  TR-1 1 .) 

14.  Impact  C-TR-7,  Cumulative  adverse  bicycle  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-230; 
RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

15.  Impact  C-TR-8,  Cumulative  adverse  loading  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-230; 
RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 
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16.  Impact  C-TR- 10,  Cumulative  adverse  emergency  vehicle  access  impacts.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.2-230;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

E.  Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  NO-1.  Effects  of  construction  on  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project 
vicinity  above  levels  existing  without  the  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-20;  FSEIR, 
Chapter  12,  Sections  12.2.3  and  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-2;  Response  NOI-3:  Response 
NOI-4.) 

2.  Impact  NO-2,  Construction  noise  in  excess  of  standards  in  general  plan,  noise 
ordinance  of  other  applicable  standards.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-24;  RTC,  Response  NOI-2; 
Response  NOI-4.) 

3.  Impact  NO-3.  Effects  of  construction  on  groundborne  vibration  levels.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.3-24;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Section  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-3b;  Response  NOI- 
5.) 

4.  Impact  C-NO-3,  Noise  impacts  of  UCSF  helipad  operations  on  Project  occupants 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-44.) 

F.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ  3:  Toxic  Air  Contaminants  from  Construction  Activities.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.4-43;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Sections  1 2.2. 1 , 1 2.3.2;  Response  AQ-1 ; Response 
AQ-4:  Response  AQ-5;  Response  AQ-6.) 

2.  Impact  C-AQ-2:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Toxic  Air  Contamination  and 
Diesel  Particulate  Matter  Emissions  (GSW  DSEIR  5.4-56;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12, 

Sections  12.2.1,  12.3.2;  Response  AQ-1;  Response  AQ-5.) 

G.  Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions 

1.  Impact  C-GG-1,  Effect  of  greenhouse  gas  emissions  or  conflict  w ith  existing 
greenhouse  gas  regulations  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.5-10;  RTC.  Response  AB-1;  Response 
GHG-2.) 

H.  Wind  and  Shadow 

1.  Impact  C-WS-1.  Cumulative  impacts  of  development  on  wind  in  a manner  that 
would  substantially  affect  off-site  public  areas.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-19;  FSEIR,  Chapter 
12,  Section  12.2.2;  Response  WS-1.) 
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2.  Impact  C-WS-2,  Cumulative  shadow  impacts  on  publically  accessible  open 
space  or  public  areas  within  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-21;  RTC, 
Response  WS-2.) 

3.  Impact  C-WS-3,  Cumulative  shadow  impacts  on  publically  accessible  open 
space  or  public  areas  outside  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-23; 

RTC,  Response  WS-2.) 

I.  Recreation 

1.  Impact  RE-1,  Effects  on  existing  parks  and  recreational  facilities.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  62;  RTC.  Response  REC-1;  Response  REC-2.) 

2.  Impact  RE-2,  Project  requires  construction  or  expansion  of  recreational  facilities. 
(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  63;  RTC.  Response  REC-1;  Response  REC-2.) 

3.  Impact  C-RE-1,  Cumulative  recreational  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix 
NOP-IS  p.  64.) 

J.  Utilities  and  Service  Systems 

1.  Impact  UT-1,  Effects  on  water  supply  facilities  or  entitlements.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  66;  RTC.  Response  UTIL- 1;  Response  UTIL-2.) 

2.  Impact  UT-2,  Construction  of  new  or  expanded  water  treatment  facilities.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  68;  RTC.  Response  UTIL- 1 ) 

3.  Impact  UT-3,  Sufficient  permitted  landfill  capacity  for  Project's  waste  disposal 
needs.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  69.) 

4.  Impact  UT-4,  Project  complies  with  federal,  state  and  local  statutes  and 
regulations  related  to  solid  waste.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  71.) 

5.  Impact  UT-5,  Project  in  itself  would  require  the  construction  of  new.  or 
expansion  of  existing,  wastewater  treatment  facilities.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-1 1 ; RTC, 
Response  UTIL-3;  Response  UTIL-4;  Response  UTIL-6.) 

6.  Impact  C-UT-1.  Cumulative  utilities  and  service  system  impacts  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  72.) 

7.  Impact  C-UT-3,  Cumulative  impact  on  demand  for  new  stormwater  drainage 
facilities  or  expansion  of  existing  facilities  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-1 8;  RTC,  Response 
UTIL-7;  Response  UTIL-8.) 

K.  Public  Services 
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1.  Impact  PS-1.  Effects  of  Project  on  need  for  new  or  altered  governmental 
facilities  for  schools  or  other  services.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  75:  RTC, 
Response  PS-3.) 

2.  Impact  PS-2.  Effects  of  Project  construction  on  tire  protection,  emergency 
medical  services  and  law  enforcement.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-1 1;  RTC.  Response  PS-1; 
Response  PS-2.) 

3.  Impact  PS-3.  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  fire  protection  or  emergency 
medical  services.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-12;  RTC,  Response  PS-1;  Response  PS-2.) 

4.  Impact  PS-4.  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  law  enforcement.  (GSW  DSEIR  p. 
5.8-14;  RTC,  Response  PS-1;  Response  PS-2.) 

5.  Impact  C-PS-1,  Cumulative  impacts  on  schools  or  other  services  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  75;  RTC,  Response  PS-3.) 

6.  Impact  C-PS-2,  Cumulative  impacts  on  fire  protection,  emergency  medical 
services  and  law  enforcement  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-16:  RTC,  Response  PS-1;  Response 
PS-2.) 


L.  Biological  Resources 

1.  Impact  BI-1.  Effects  of  Project  on  special  status  species.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  77;  RTC.  Response  BIO-1;  Response  BIO-2;  Response  BIO-3.) 

2.  Impact  BI-2  (NI),  Effects  of  Project  on  riparian  habitat  or  sensitive  natural 
community.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  79;  RTC,  Response  BIO-1 ; Response 
BIO-4.) 

3.  Impact  BI-3.  Effects  of  Project  on  wetlands  or  navigable  waters.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  79;  RTC,  Response  BIO-1;  Response  BIO-2;  Response  BIO-5.) 

4.  Impact  BI-5.  Project  complies  with  local  policies  or  ordinances  protecting 
biological  resources  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  83.) 

5.  Impact  C-BI-1.  Cumulative  impacts  on  biological  resources  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  84;  RTC.  Response  BIO-1;  Response  BIO-2;  Response  BIO-3; 
Response  BIO-4;  Response  BIO-5;  Response  BIO-6.) 

M.  Geology  and  Soils 

1.  Impact  GE-1.  Exposure  of  people  to  rupture  of  earthquake  fault,  seismic 
groundshaking,  ground  failure  or  landslides.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  86; 
RTC,  Response  GEO-1;  Response  GEO-2;  Response  GEO-3;  Response  GEO-4.) 
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2.  Impact  GE-2,  Erosion  or  loss  of  top  soil.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p. 

87.) 

3.  Impact  GE-3.  Location  of  Project  on  unstable  soils,  or  creation  of  unstable  soils 
by  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  88;  RTC,  Response  GEO-5.) 

4.  Impact  GE-4.  Location  of  Project  on  expansive  or  problematic  soils.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  91 ; RTC,  Response  GEO-6.) 

5.  Impact  GE-5,  Effect  of  Project  on  topography  or  unique  geologic  features  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  92.) 

6.  Impact  C-GE-1,  Cumulative  impacts  related  to  geologic  hazards  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  92.) 

N.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

1.  Impact  HY-1,  Violation  of  water  quality  standards  or  degradation  of  water 
quality  from  construction-related  activities  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  99;  RTC, 
Response  HYD-2.) 

2.  Impact  HY-la,  Violation  of  water  quality  standards  or  degradation  of  water 
quality  from  construction-related  dewatering.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-31;  RTC,  Response 
HYD-1.) 

3.  Impact  HY-2,  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  groundwater  supplies  and 
groundwater  recharge.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  101.) 

4.  Impact  HY-3,  Effects  of  Project  on  existing  drainage  patterns  and  rates  and 
amounts  of  surface  runoff.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  102.) 

5.  Impact  HY-4,  Effects  of  Project  on  flood  risk  exposure  and  flood  flows.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  102;  RTC,  Response  HYD-6.) 

6.  Impact  HY-5,  Effects  of  Project  on  exposure  to  seiche  or  tsunami  inundation. 
(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  103:  RTC,  Response  HYD-8.) 

7.  Impact  HY-7,  Effect  of  Project  on  exposure  to  flooding.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-4 1 ; 
RTC,  Response  HYD-6;  Response  HYD-7.) 

8.  Impact  C-HY-1.  Cumulative  effects  on  hydrology  and  water.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  105;  RTC,  Response  HYD-1;  Response  HYD-6;  Response  HYD-7; 
Response  HYD-8.) 

9.  Impact  C-HY-2,  Cumulative  impacts  on  compliance  with  National  Pollutant 
Discharge  Elimination  System  ("NPDES")  permit  requirements,  water  quality  standards 
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or  waste  water  requirements  related  to  changes  in  wastewater  and  stormwater  discharges; 
on  the  Mission  Bay  separate  stormwater  system;  or  on  polluted  runoff.  Cumulative  wet 
weather  flows  would  not  contribute  to  an  increase  in  combined  sewer  discharges.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.9-44;  RTC,  Response  HYD-3;  Response  HYD-5.) 

10.  Impact  C-HY-3,  Cumulative  impacts  on  flood  risk  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-48; 

RTC,  Response  HYD-6;  Response  HYD-7.) 

O.  Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials 

1.  Impact  HZ-3.  Effects  on  adopted  emergency  response  and  evacuation  plans,  and 
fire  exposure  risk.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  119;  RTC,  Response  HAZ-8.) 

2.  Impact  C-HZ-1,  Cumulative  impacts  related  to  hazardous  materials.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  121.) 

P.  Mineral  and  Energy  Resources 

1.  Impact  ME-1.  Project  utilization  of  large  amounts  of  fuel,  water  or  energy  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  123;  FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.2;  Response  EN-1; 
Response  PD-4.) 

2.  Impact  C-ME-1,  Cumulative  impacts  on  energy  resources  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  125.) 

III.  FINDINGS  OF  POTENTIALLY  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACTS  THAT  CAN  BE 
AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  provides  that  "public  agencies  should  not  approve  projects 
as  proposed  if  there  are  feasible  alternatives  or  feasible  mitigation  measures  available  which 
would  substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental  effects  of  such  projects[.]”  The  same 
statute  provides  that  the  procedures  required  by  CEQA  "are  intended  to  assist  public  agencies  in 
systematically  identifying  both  the  significant  effects  of  projects  and  the  feasible  alternatives  or 
feasible  mitigation  measures  which  will  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  such  significant  effects.” 

The  mandate  and  principles  announced  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  are 
implemented,  in  part,  through  the  requirement  that  agencies  must  adopt  findings  before 
approving  projects  for  which  EIRs  are  required.  For  each  significant  environmental  effect 
identified  in  an  EIR  for  a project,  the  approving  agency  must  issue  a written  finding  reaching  one 
or  more  of  three  permissible  conclusions.  (CEQA  Guidelines.  § 1 5091 .)  The  first  such  finding  is 
that  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required  in.  or  incorporated  into,  the  project  which  avoid  or 
substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental  effect  as  identified  in  the  final  EIR.  (CEQA 
Guidelines.  § 15091,  subd.  (a)(1).)  The  second  permissible  finding  is  that  such  changes  or 
alterations  are  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  another  public  agency  and  not  the 
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agency  making  the  finding,  and  such  changes  have  been  adopted  by  such  other  agency  or  can 
and  should  be  adopted  by  such  other  agency.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15091,  subd.  (a)(2).)  The 
third  potential  conclusion  is  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other 
considerations,  including  provision  of  employment  opportunities  for  highly  trained  workers, 
make  infeasible  the  mitigation  measures  or  project  alternatives  identified  in  the  Final  EIR. 

(CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15091.  subd.  (a)(3).)  Public  Resources  Code,  section  21061.1  defines 
“feasible”  to  mean  “capable  of  being  accomplished  in  a successful  manner  within  a reasonable 
period  of  time,  taking  into  account  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and  technological 
factors."  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15364  adds  another  factor:  “legal”  considerations.  (See  also 
Citizens  of  Goleta  Valley  v.  Bd.  of  Supervisors  (1990)  52  Cal. 3d  553,  565  (“ Goleta  //”).) 

The  concept  of  "feasibility”  also  encompasses  the  question  of  whether  a particular  alternative  or 
mitigation  measure  promotes  the  underlying  goals  and  objectives  of  a project.  {City  of  Del  Mar 
v.  City  of  San  Diego  ( 1 982)  1 33  Cal.App.3d  4 1 0,  4 1 7 {City  of  Del  Mar);  Sierra  Club  v.  County  of 
Napa{ 2004)  121  Cal.App.4th  1490,  1506-1509  [court  upholds  CEQA  findings  rejecting 
alternatives  in  reliance  on  applicant's  project  objectives];  see  also  California  Native  Plant 
Society  v.  City  of  Santa  Cruz  (2009)  1 77  Cal.App.4th  957,  1001  {CNPS)  [“an  alternative  'may  be 
found  infeasible  on  the  ground  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  project  objectives  as  long  as  the  finding 
is  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  record'”]  (quoting  1 Kostka  & Zischke,  Practice 
Under  the  Cal.  Environmental  Quality  Act  [Cont.Ed.Bar  2d  ed.  2009],  § 17.30,  p.  825);  In  re 
Bay- Delta  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  Coordinated  Proceedings  (2008)  43 
Cal.4th  1143,  1 165,  1 166  ["[i]n  the  CALFED  program,  feasibility  is  strongly  linked  to 
achievement  of  each  of  the  primary  program  objectives”;  “a  lead  agency  may  structure  its  EIR 
alternative  analysis  around  a reasonable  definition  of  underlying  purpose  and  need  not  study 
alternatives  that  cannot  achieve  that  basic  goal”].)  Moreover,  “'feasibility'  under  CEQA 
encompasses  ‘desirability'  to  the  extent  that  desirability  is  based  on  a reasonable  balancing  of  the 
relevant  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and  technological  factors.”  {City  of  Del  Mar , 
supra.  133  Cal.App.3d  at  p.  417;  see  also  CNPS,  supra , 177  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1001  ["an 
alternative  that  ‘is  impractical  or  undesirable  form  a policy  standpoint'  may  be  rejected  as 
infeasible”]  [quoting  2 Kostka  & Zischke,  Practice  Under  the  Cal.  Environmental  Quality  Act. 
supra , § 17.29,  p.  824];  San  Diego  Citizenry  Group  v.  County  of  San  Diego  (2013)  219 
Cal.App.4th  1,  17.) 

The  findings  in  this  Section  111  and  Section  1 1 1 A and  in  Section  IV  and  Section  IVA  concern 
mitigation  measures  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR.  These  findings  discuss  mitigation  measures  as 
proposed  in  the  FSEIR  and  as  recommended  for  adoption  by  the  OCII  Commission.  The  full 
explanation  of  the  potentially  significant  environmental  impacts  is  set  forth  in  the  GSW  DSEIR 
(including  the  Initial  Study  which  OCII  made  part  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  through  its  inclusion  in 
GSW  DSEIR  Volume  3 - Appendix  NOP-IS)  and  in  some  cases  is  further  explained  in  the  RTC. 
As  indicated  in  the  MMRP.  in  most  cases,  mitigation  measures  will  be  implemented  by  OCII  or 
the  Project  Sponsor.  In  these  cases,  implementation  of  mitigation  measures  will  be  made 
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conditions  of  project  approval.  For  each  of  these  mitigation  measures  and  the  impacts  they 
address,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required  in,  or 
incorporated  into,  the  Project  which  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental 
effect  as  identified  in  the  GSW  FSEIR.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15091,  subd.  (a)(1).) 

In  the  case  of  all  other  mitigation  measures,  an  agency  other  than  OCII  (either  another  City 
agency  or  a non-City  agency)  will  have  responsibility  for  implementation  or  assisting  in  the 
implementation  or  monitoring  of  mitigation  measures.  This  is  because  certain  mitigation 
measures  are  partly  or  wholly  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  another  public  agency 
(other  than  OCII).  In  such  instances,  the  entity  that  will  be  responsible  for  implementation  is 
identified  in  the  MMRP  for  the  Project  (Exhibit  B).  Generally,  OCII  has  designated  the  agencies 
to  implement  mitigation  measures  as  part  of  their  existing  permitting  or  program  responsibilities. 
Based  on  past  experience  and  ongoing  relationships  and  communications  with  these  agencies, 
OCII  has  reason  to  believe  that  they  can  and  will  implement  the  mitigation  measures  assigned  to 
them.  These  agencies  include,  for  example,  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
("SFMTA"),  which  operates  and  maintains  local  traffic  and  transit  systems.  Port,  which  manages 
Port  property,  and  other  agencies,  which  will  participate  in  mitigation  measure  implementation 
through  their  normal  program  operations,  such  as  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee.  In  the  case  of  SFMTA,  to  the  extent  that  mitigation  measures  identify 
new  SFMTA  responsibilities,  SFMTA  has  indicated  to  OCII  that  it  generally  finds  that  it  will  be 
feasible  to  implement  the  mitigation  measures.4 

The  OCII  also  will  be  assisted  in  monitoring  implementation  of  mitigation  measures  by  other 
agencies,  as  indicated  in  the  MMRP  in  Exhibit  B,  such  as  the  San  Francisco  Entertainment 
Commission,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection  ("‘DBF'),  the  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works  (“SFPW”)  through  their  permit  responsibilities,  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (“"SFPUC")  through  its  operation  of  the  City's  combined  sewer 
system,  or  the  SFMTA  as  part  of  its  operation  and  maintenance  of  traffic  and  transit  systems. 

For  each  of  these  mitigation  measures  and  the  impacts  they  address,  the  OCII  Commission  finds 
that  the  changes  or  alterations  are  in  whole  or  in  part  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of 
a public  agency  other  than  OCII  and  that  the  changes  have  been  adopted  by  such  other  agency  or 
can  and  should  be  adopted  by  such  other  agency.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15091.  subd.  (a)(2).) 

The  mitigation  measures  proposed  for  adoption  in  Sections  III,  III  A.  IV  and  IVA  are  the  same  as 
the  mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Project  as  proposed.  The  full  text  of  all 
of  the  mitigation  measures  as  proposed  for  adoption  is  contained  in  Exhibit  B.  the  MMRP. 


4 Letter  from  SFMTA  Director  of  Transportation  Edward  D.  Reiskin  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  OCII 
Executive  Director,  dated  May  15,  2015  and  Letter  from  SFMTA  Director  of  Transportation 
Edward  D.  Reiskin  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  OCII  Executive  Director,  dated  October  20,  2015. 
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The  OCII  Commission  adopts  all  of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  for  the  Project  that  are 
within  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of  OCII.  For  those  mitigation  measures  that  are  the 
responsibility  of  agencies  other  than  OCII  (e.g.,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  its 
subsidiary  agencies),  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  those  measures  can  and  should  be 
implemented  by  the  other  agencies  as  part  of  their  existing  permitting  or  program 
responsibilities.  Based  on  the  analysis  contained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  FSEIR,  other 
considerations  in  the  record,  and  the  standards  of  significance,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that 
implementation  of  all  of  the  proposed  mitigation  measures  discussed  in  this  Section  III  and 
Section  1IIA  will  reduce  potentially  significant  impacts  to  a less-than-significant  level. 

A.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  CP-2:  Adverse  change  in  the  significance  of  an  archaeological 
resource.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  48;  RTC,  Section  13.10.2,  Response 
CULT-1 .)  The  Project  could  cause  a substantial  adverse  change  in  the  significance  of  an 
archaeological  resource  pursuant  to  CEQA  Guidelines  § 15064.5.  Specifically,  there  is  a 
reasonable  presumption  that  archaeological  resources  may  be  present  within  the  project 
site  that  could  be  disturbed  during  subsurface  construction.  However,  the  impact  can  be 
reduced  to  a less-than-significant  level  through  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  would 
reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  archaeological  resources  by  retaining  an  archeological 
consultant  to  create  a testing  program  and  be  available  to  conduct  an  archaeological 
monitoring  and/or  data  recovery  program.  If  an  archaeological  site  associated  with 
descendant  Native  Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese,  or  other  descendant  group  is 
discovered,  a representative  of  that  descendant  group  shall  be  contacted  and  can  monitor 
the  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the  site.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure 
M-CP-2b  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  accidentally  discovered  buried  or 
submerged  historical  resources  by  distributing  an  “ALERT”  sheet  to  the  Project  prime 
contractor,  to  any  Project  subcontractor,  or  to  any  utilities  firm  involved  in  soils 
disturbing  activities.  If  an  archaeological  resource  is  encountered,  the  soil  disturbing 
activities  shall  be  suspended  until  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  determines  what 
additional  measures  should  be  undertaken. 

MM  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or  Data  Recovery 

Plan 

MM  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources 

B.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  TR-6:  Pedestrian  impacts  without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-147;  RTC,  Response,  TR-2;  Response  TR-6.)  The  Project 
could  result  in  sidewalk  overcrowding  or  potentially  hazardous  pedestrian  conditions 
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without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game.  Overall,  the  Project  would  implement 
numerous  improvements  that  would  enhance  pedestrian  conditions  and  safety  in  the 
Project  vicinity.  The  existing  and  proposed  pedestrian  facilities  would  be  adequate  to 
meet  the  pedestrian  demand  associated  with  the  Project  uses.  The  exception  would  be  the 
crosswalks  at  the  intersection  of  Third/South,  which  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F 
conditions  during  the  weekday  evening  and  late  evening,  and  Saturday  evening 
conditions  for  sell-out  events  (i.e.,  the  Basketball  Game  scenario).  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of  Third/South  and 
the  Project’s  TMP  protocols  for  events  would  manage  short-term  peak  pedestrian  flows  at 
adjacent  intersections  and  would  mitigate  pedestrian  impacts  to  less-than-significant 
levels.  At  all  other  locations  and  Project  conditions,  the  addition  of  Project-generated 
pedestrian  trips  would  not  substantially  affect  pedestrian  flows,  create  potentially 
hazardous  conditions  for  pedestrians,  or  otherwise  interfere  with  pedestrian  accessibility 
to  the  site  and  adjoining  areas. 

MM  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of 

Third/South. 

2.  Impact  TR-9a:  Temporary  obstruction  of  UCSF  helipad  airspace  surfaces. 

(GS W DSEIR  p.  5.2-262;  FSEIR.  Chapter  1 2.  Section  1 2.3. 1 ; Response  TR- 1 2.) 
Placement  and  usage  of  cranes  during  construction  could  temporarily  obstruct  helipad 
airspace  surfaces.  The  GSW  DSEIR  determined  that,  based  on  the  preliminary  Project 
construction  plan  for  the  Project  construction  cranes,  one  of  the  Project  construction 
cranes  would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  a temporary  penetration  of  a Part  77 
Transitional  Surface  associated  with  the  helipad,  which  would  be  considered  a potentially 
significant  impact.  After  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  Project  Sponsor  refined  its 
construction  crane  plan  with  the  goal  to  further  reduce  potential  Project  effects  on  the 
UCSF  helipad  during  construction.  Based  on  the  analysis  of  the  refined  construction 
crane  plan,  none  of  the  proposed  tower  construction  cranes  would  penetrate  the  Part  77 
Approach  or  Transitional  Surfaces  associated  with  the  UCSF  helipad.  Furthermore, 
adequate  clearance  for  the  construction  cranes  would  be  provided  for  the  South  Street 
alternate  flight  path.  However,  if  the  refined  construction  crane  plan  details  were  to 
change  with  respect  to  proposed  tower  crane  size,  location  or  other  factors,  then  the 
Project  would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  greater  and/or  less  effects.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-9a,  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction,  identifies  feasible 
measures  that  would  reduce  potential  temporary  impacts  associated  with  the  use  of  cranes 
during  the  construction  period  to  less  than  significant.  The  objective  of  the  crane  safety 
plan  is  to  ensure  the  safe  use  of  the  UCSF  Benioff  Children’s  Hospital  helipad,  and  the 
safety  for  people  residing  or  working  in  the  Project  area  during  construction.  Therefore, 
with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a,  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 
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MM  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 

3.  Impact  TR-9d:  Lighting  impacts  on  UCSF  helipad  flight  operations  (GSW 
DSE1R  p.  5.2-270;  FSE1R,  Chapter  12,  Section  12.3.1;  Response  TR-12;  Response  TR- 
PD-1.)  Routine  and  specialized  exterior  lighting  could  impact  flight  operations.  The  use 
of  certain  specialized  lighting  systems  would  have  the  potential  to  adversely  affect  a 
pilot’s  vision  and  execution  of  a visual  night  time  approach  or  departure  to/from  the 
UCSF  helipad.  Lights  that  adversely  affect  the  night  vision  of  pilots  and  interfere  with  the 
execution  of  a visual  nighttime  approach  to  the  helipad  would  endanger  the  pilot, 
passengers,  and  people  on  the  ground.  Therefore,  the  possible  use  of  these  specialized 
lighting  systems  would  be  considered  a potentially  significant  impact.  Mitigation 
Measure  M TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan  identifies  feasible  measures  that 
would  reduce  potential  impacts  associated  with  potential  specialized  lighting  systems  to 
less  than  significant. 

MM  M-TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan 

4.  Impact  TR-13:  Local  transit  impacts  with  overlapping  evening  SF  Giants 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-183;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-5;  Response  TR-2; 
Response  TR-5;  Response  TR-12.)  Implementation  of  the  Project  could  result  in 
substantial  increase  in  transit  demand  that  could  not  be  accommodated  by  adjacent  Muni 
transit  capacity  with  an  overlapping  evening  SF  Giants  game.  Overall,  on  days  with 
overlapping  evening  events  at  the  project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park,  transit  demand  would 
exceed  the  capacity  prior  to  and  following  the  events,  and  the  Project  would  result  in 
significant  transit  impacts.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced 
Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping  Events  would  minimize  transit  impacts.  The 
additional  Muni  capacity  would  generally  be  within  what  is  currently  provided  for  SF 
Giants  games  and  the  additional  capacity  provided  as  part  of  the  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan  for  the  Project.  Implementation  of  the  mitigation  measure  would 
ensure  that  Muni  service  would  be  provided  to  accommodate  the  T Third  demand  via 
Muni  bus  shuttles  to  AT&T  Park  and/or  the  proposed  event  center,  and  would  not  result 
in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  Thus,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation 
measure,  the  Project's  transit  impacts  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping  Events 

5.  Impact  TR-15:  Pedestrian  impacts  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-185;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project  could  result  in 
sidewalk  overcrowding  or  potentially  hazardous  pedestrian  conditions  with  an 
overlapping  SF  Giants  game.  Overall,  on  days  with  overlapping  evening  events  at  the 
project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park,  pedestrian  conditions  would  become  more  crowded  prior 
to  and  following  the  events;  however,  with  the  TMP  transportation  management 
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strategies  and  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of 
Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of  Third/South,  the  impact  of  the  Project  on 
pedestrians  during  overlapping  evening  events  would  be  less  than  significant  with 
mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of 

Third/South. 

6.  Impact  TR-22,  Pedestrian  impacts  without  Muni  Special  Event  Transit 
Service  Plan  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-203:  RTC,  Response  TR-2).  Without  the 
implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan,  the  number  of  attendees 
arriving  by  transit  would  decrease  while  the  number  of  attendees  arriving  by  automobiles 
would  increase.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to 
Adjacent  Transit  and  Parking  Facilities  and  Monitoring  would  ensure  that  the  pedestrian 
impacts  would  remain  the  same  as  those  identified  in  Impact  TR-6  for  pedestrian 
conditions  without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game  and  in  Impact  TR-15  for 
pedestrian  conditions  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game  irrespective  of 
whether  SFMTA  Parking  Control  Officers  ("PCOs")  were  available  during  various 
events,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  With  implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit  and 
Parking  Facilities,  Project-generated  pedestrian  demand  during  large  events  would  not 
substantially  affect  pedestrian  flows,  create  potentially  hazardous  conditions  for 
pedestrians,  or  otherwise  interfere  with  pedestrian  accessibility  to  the  site  and  adjoining 
areas.  Therefore,  without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan, 
the  Project's  impact  on  pedestrians  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit  and 

Parking  Facilities  and  Monitoring 

C.  Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  NO-4:  Noise  in  excess  of  General  Plan  and  Noise  Ordinance 
standards  during  operations.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-27:  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Section 
12.2.1;  Response  NOI-2;  Response  PD-1.)  Operation  of  the  event  center  would  introduce 
new  stationary  noise  sources  to  the  Project  area.  Operation  of  the  Project  would  introduce 
new  stationary  noise  sources  that  would  be  subject  to  the  requirements  of  the  San 
Francisco  Noise  Ordinance.  These  new  sources  include  generators  and  mechanical 
equipment,  as  well  as  the  potential  for  amplified  sound  within  the  Third  Street  plaza.  As 
explained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  the  RTC  Document,  predicted  noise  levels  from  new 
stationary  sources  would  not  meaningfully  contribute  to  the  existing  monitored  ambient 
noise  levels  in  the  Project  area,  and  the  Project  would  therefore  be  consistent  with  the 
restrictions  of  the  noise  ordinance. 
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The  Project  would  also  introduce  new  land  uses,  and  these  new  uses  would  be  exposed  to 
noise  levels  of  up  to  75  DNL.  However,  modern  building  techniques  and  materials,  as 
well  as  inclusion  of  non-operable  windows  and  ventilation  systems,  would  be  sufficient 
to  ensure  that  the  Project  would  comply  with  land  use  compatibility  requirements  of  the 
San  Francisco  General  Plan,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant. 

With  respect  to  amplified  sound,  either  interior  to  the  event  center  or  in  open-air  plazas 
on  the  project  site,  the  predicted  sound  levels  and  hours  of  occurrence  would  be 
consistent  with  the  noise  ordinance.  However,  due  to  uncertainties  as  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  future  outside  events  at  the  Third  Street  Plaza,  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound  would  ensure  that 
noise  levels  from  amplified  sound  exterior  to  the  event  center  would  comply  with  the 
noise  ordinance.  In  addition,  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-NO-4b:  Noise 
Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit  would  ensure  that  noise  levels  from 
concerts,  basketball  games,  and  other  events  would  comply  with  the  noise  ordinance, 
regardless  of  current  unknowns  as  to  the  nature  of  future  events  within  the  arena. 
Therefore,  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound 

MM  M-NO-4b:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit 
D.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ-4:  Potential  conflicts  with  BAAQMD’s  2010  Clean  Air  Plan. 

(GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.4-51;  RTC,  Response  AQ-1;  Response  AQ-2;  Response  AQ-3; 
Response  AQ-4;  Response  AQ-6;  Response  AQ-7.)  Without  mitigation  measures  or  the 
adoption  of  control  measures,  emissions  associated  with  the  Project  could  conflict  with 
the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan  (“CAP”).  The  Project  would  be  consistent  with  the  2010  CAP, 
however,  with  implementation  of  mitigation  measures,  which  include  offsetting 
emissions  to  below  significance  thresholds  in  addition  to  Project-specific  measures  to 
reduce  pollutant  emissions.  Additionally,  the  Project  would  be  consistent  with  the  2010 
CAP  by  virtue  of  incorporation  of  control  measures  of  the  CAP,  including  land  use/local 
impact  measures  and  energy/climate  measures  as  well  as  the  transportation  demand 
management  measures  incorporated  in  the  Project.  The  Project  would  also  not  hinder 
implementation  of  the  2010  CAP.  Therefore,  the  Project  would  not  conflict  with,  or 
obstruct  implementation  of  the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

MM  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 
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MM  M-AQ-2b:  Emissions  Offsets 


E.  Wind  and  Shadow 

1.  Impact  WS-I:  Wind  effects  on  off-site  public  spaces.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.6-10; 
FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Section  12.2.2;  Response  WS-1.)  The  GSW  DSE1R  indicated  that  the 
Project  could  result  in  a net  increase  in  the  total  duration  of  the  wind  hazard  exceedance 
at  off-site  public  walkways  in  the  Project  vicinity  and  proposed  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
WS-i : Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce  Project  Off-site  Wind 
Hazards,  which  describes  potential  design  measures  that  would  serve  to  reduce  or  avoid 
Project  w ind  hazards.  Although  preliminary  evaluation  by  the  Project  Sponsor  of  certain 
potential  on-site  design  modifications  indicated  such  modifications  would  be  effective  in 
reducing  the  Project  wind  hazard  impact  to  a less  than  significant,  the  impact  was 
conservatively  identified  as  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation  because  Project 
design  was  not  yet  finalized.  After  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  Project  Sponsor 
pursued  design  measures  as  required  by  Mitigation  Measure  M-WS-1,  and  identified  an 
on-site  design  modification  that  would  reduce  the  Project  wind  hazard  impact  to  less  than 
significant  as  verified  by  wind  tunnel  testing.  Because  design  modifications  have  been 
identified,  the  impact  will  be  reduced  to  a level  of  less  than  significant  through  Mitigation 
Measure  M-WS-1 . 

Under  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant,  the  Project  would  not  alter  wind  in  a manner  that 
would  substantially  affect  off-site  public  areas,  and.  accordingly,  the  impact  would  be 
less  than  significant  and  no  mitigation  would  be  required. 

MM  M-WS-1:  Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce  Project 

Off-site  Wind  Hazards 

F.  Biological  Resources 

1.  Impact  BI-4:  Effects  on  the  movement  of  wildlife  or  established  migratory 
corridors  or  nurseries  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-1S  p.  81 ; RTC,  Response  BIO-1 ; 
Response  BIO-6;  PD-1.)  The  Project  could  interfere  substantially  with  the  movement  of 
native  resident  or  migratory  wildlife  species  resident  or  with  established  native  resident 
or  migratory  wildlife  corridors,  or  impede  the  use  of  native  wildlife  nursery  sites. 
Specifically,  migratory  and  resident  birds  which  breed  locally  in  San  Francisco  have  the 
potential  to  nest  in  shrub  vegetation  observed  within  the  project  site  and  could  be 
adversely  affected  by  Project  construction.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure 
M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds  would  avoid  disrupting  or 
destroying  active  nests  which  could  occur  within  the  Project  site  during  bird  breeding 
season,  and  would  reduce  this  impact  to  less  than  significant.  Migratory  birds  may  also  be 
affected  by  increased  risk  of  collisions  with  the  proposed  structures  and  due  to  the 
Project's  artificial  night  lighting.  This  impact  will  be  reduced  due  to  a level  of  less  than 
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significant  through  Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices,  which 
requires  bird  safe  practices  in  the  proposed  building  and  lighting  design  that  are 
consistent  with  the  City's  Standards  for  Bird-Safe  Buildings. 

MM  M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds 

MM  M-BI-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices 

G.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

1.  Impact  HY-6:  Operational  effects  on  water  quality  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.9-33; 
RTC,  Response  HYD-2;  Response  HYD-3;  Response  HYD-4;  Response  HYD-5.) 
Operation  of  the  Project  could  affect  the  quality  of  effluent  discharges  from  the  Southeast 
Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  if  future  uses  at  the  project  site  were  to  discharge  unusual 
chemicals  or  pollutants  not  typically  associated  with  most  other  San  Francisco 
discharges,  such  as  radioactive  or  biohazardous  materials.  National  Pollutant  Discharge 
Elimination  System  Mitigation  Measure  M-HY  6:  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports  will 
reduce  the  impacts  to  a level  of  less-than-significant  by  installing  sampling  ports  as  part 
of  the  Project  design  to  facilitate  sampling  to  monitor  discharge  quality  and  by 
participating  in  the  City's  existing  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program. 

MM  M-HY-6:  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports 

H.  Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials 

1.  Impact  HZ-1:  Routine  transport,  use  and  disposal  of  hazardous  materials. 

(GSW  DSE1R  Appendix  NOP-1S  p.  Ill;  RTC,  Response  HAZ-4;  Response  REC-1 .) 
During  operation,  the  proposed  event  center  and  other  development  would  use  common 
types  of  hazardous  materials,  such  as  cleaners,  disinfectants  and  chemical  agents,  as  well 
as  diesel  fuel  for  generators.  This  impact  will  be  reduced  to  a level  below  significance  by 
implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ  la:  Guidelines  for  Handling  Biohazardous 
Materials,  which  requires  that  any  businesses  that  handle  biohazardous  materials  to 
certify  that  they  follow  the  safety  guidelines,  use  high  efficiency  particulate  air  filters  or 
substantially  equivalent  devices,  do  not  handle  or  use  biohazardous  materials  requiring 
Biosafety  Level  4 containment.  In  addition,  during  construction,  there  is  the  potential  to 
encounter  serpentinite,  which  could  contain  naturally  occurring  asbestos.  This  impact  will 
be  further  reduced  to  less  than  significant  by  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
HZ  lb:  Geologic  Investigation  and  Dust  Mitigation  Plan  for  Naturally  Occurring 
Asbestos,  which  will  limit  any  potential  exposure  to  naturally  occurring  asbestos. 
Together,  these  mitigation  measures  will  reduce  this  impact  to  a level  that  is  less  than 
significant. 

MM  M-HZ-la:  Guidelines  for  Handling  Biohazardous  Materials 
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MM  M-HZ-lb:  Geologic  Investigation  and  Dust  Mitigation  Plan  for 
Naturally  Occurring  Asbestos 

2.  Impact  HZ-2:  Exposure  to  Contaminants  during  Construction.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  115;  RTC,  Response  HAZ-1;  Response  HAZ-2:  Response 
HAZ-3;  Response  HAZ-7.)  The  Project  would  be  located  on  a site  identified  on  a list  of 
hazardous  materials  sites  compiled  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  65962.5. 
Construction  activities  associated  with  the  Project  could  expose  construction  workers,  the 
public,  or  the  environment  to  hazardous  materials.  A Risk  Management  Plan  (“RMP") 
was  prepared  subsequent  to  and  as  required  by  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR.  and  remedial 
actions  consistent  with  the  RMP  have  been  completed.  Compliance  with  the  RMP,  as 
required  by  the  deed  restriction,  would  ensure  that  human  health  and  environmental  risks 
during  and  after  development  of  the  Project  would  be  w ithin  acceptable  levels  and  no 
new  or  different  mitigation  would  be  required.  However,  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR 
determined  that  further  risk  evaluation  would  be  required,  if  future  uses  at  the  project  site 
were  to  include  a public  school  or  child  care  facility.  Thus,  in  the  event  that  child  care 
facilities  were  to  occur  under  the  Project,  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ- 
2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities,  would  reduce  this  impact  to  less  than 
significant. 

MM  M-HZ-2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities 

III  A.  FINDINGS  FOR  POTENTIALLY  SIGNIFICANT  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS 

THAT  CAN  BE  AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

A.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  C-CP-1:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  57.)  Implementation  of  the  Project,  along  with 
cumulative  projects  in  the  Mission  Bay  area,  could  have  a significant  impact  on  recorded 
and  unrecorded  archeological  resource.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this  cumulative 
impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measures  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or  Data  Recovery  Program 
and  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources.  Implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  archeological 
resources  by  retaining  an  archeological  consultant  to  create  a testing  program  and  be 
available  to  conduct  an  archaeological  monitoring  and/or  data  recovery  program.  If  an 
archaeological  site  associated  with  descendant  Native  Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese, 
or  other  descendant  group  is  discovered,  a representative  of  that  descendant  group  shall 
be  contacted  and  can  monitor  the  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the  site. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to 
accidentally  discovered  buried  or  submerged  historical  resources  by  distributing  an 
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“ALERT"  sheet  to  the  Project's  prime  contractor,  to  any  Project  subcontractor,  or  to  any 
utilities  firm  involved  in  soils  disturbing  activities.  If  an  archeological  resource  is 
encountered,  the  soil  disturbing  activities  shall  be  suspended  until  OC11  or  its  designated 
representative  determines  what  additional  measures  should  be  undertaken.  Consequently, 
with  implementation  of  these  mitigation  measures,  the  Project  would  not  make  a 
considerable  contribution  to  the  cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or 
Data  Recovery  Program 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological 
Resources 

B.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  C-TR-4:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Muni  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-222;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-12.)  2040  cumulative  conditions  could 
have  significant  impacts  on  Muni  service  and  could  contribute  transit  impacts  at  Muni 
screenlines.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or 
substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced 
Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping  Events.  The  additional  Muni  capacity  would 
generally  be  within  what  is  currently  provided  for  SF  Giants  games  and  the  additional 
capacity  provided  as  part  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  for  the  Project. 
Implementation  of  the  mitigation  measure  would  ensure  that  Muni  service  would  be 
provided  to  accommodate  the  T Third  demand  via  Muni  bus  shuttles  to  AT&T  Park 
and/or  the  proposed  event  center,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  Thus,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project's  transit 
impacts  would  be  less  than  cumulatively  considerable  (i.e.,  less  than  significant)  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Service  during 
Overlapping  Events 

2.  Impact  C-TR-6:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Pedestrians  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.2-227;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.)  Pedestrian  volumes  would  increase  between 
implementation  of  the  Project  and  2040  cumulative  conditions  due  to  buildout  of  planned 
Mission  Bay  developments  in  the  Project  vicinity.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this 
cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection 
of  Third/South,  and  the  Project's  TMP  protocols  for  events  would  manage  short-term 
peak  pedestrian  flows  at  adjacent  intersections.  Consequently,  with  implementation  of 
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this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable  contribution  to  the 
cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the 

Intersection  of  Third/South 

3.  Impact  C-TR-9:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Construction  Impacts  on 
UCSF  Helipad  Operations  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-231 ; FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Section 
12.3.1 .)  Under  cumulative  conditions,  development  in  the  immediate  Project  vicinity 
would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  cumulative  impacts  to  the  UCSF  helipad.  The 
Project’s  contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially 
reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for 
Project  Construction,  which  identities  feasible  measures  that  would  reduce  potential 
temporary  impacts  associated  with  the  use  of  cranes  during  the  construction  period  and 
ensure  the  safe  use  of  the  UCSF  Benioff  Children's  Flospital  helipad,  and  the  safety  for 
people  residing  or  working  in  the  Project  area  during  construction.  Consequently,  with 
implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable 
contribution  to  the  cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 
C.  Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  C-NO-1:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Construction  Noise  Impacts 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-39;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Sections  12.2.3,  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-2.) 
Cumulative  construction  noise  in  the  Project  area  could  cause  a substantial  temporary  or 
periodic  increase  in  ambient  noise  levels  during  Project  construction.  The  Project's 
contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the 
implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  C-NO-1:  Construction  Noise  Control  Measures, 
which  requires  site-specific  noise  attenuation  measures  during  construction  to  reduce  the 
generation  of  construction  noise.  Consequently,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation 
measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable  contribution  to  the  cumulative 
impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-C-NO-1:  Construction  Noise  Control  Measures 

IV.  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACTS  THAT  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A 
LESS  THAN  SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

Based  on  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  these  proceedings,  the  OCII  Commission 
finds  that,  where  feasible,  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required,  or  incorporated  into,  the 
Project  to  reduce  the  significant  environmental  impacts  listed  below  as  identified  in  the  FSEIR. 
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The  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  mitigation  measures  in  the  FSEIR  and  described  below  are 
appropriate,  and  that  changes  have  been  required  in,  or  incorporated  into,  the  Project  that,  to  use 
the  language  of  Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  and  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15091,  may 
substantially  lessen,  but  do  not  avoid  (i.e„  reduce  to  less-than-significant  levels),  the  potentially 
significant  or  significant  environmental  effects  associated  with  implementation  of  the  Project  as 
described  in  Sections  111  and  IV. 

The  OCII  Commission  adopts  all  of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  that  are 
relevant  to  the  Project  and  set  forth  in  the  MMRP,  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B.  The  OCII 
Commission  further  finds,  however,  for  the  impacts  listed  below,  that  no  feasible  mitigation  is 
currently  available  to  render  the  effects  less  than  significant.  The  effects  therefore  remain 
significant  and  unavoidable.  Based  on  the  analysis  contained  within  the  FSEIR,  other 
considerations  in  the  record  and  stated  herein,  and  the  standards  of  significance,  the  OCII 
Commission  finds  that  because  some  aspects  of  the  Project  would  cause  potentially  significant 
impacts  for  which  feasible  mitigation  measures  are  not  available  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a less- 
than-significant  level,  the  impacts  are  significant  and  unavoidable. 

With  respect  to  a project  for  which  significant  impacts  are  not  avoided  or  substantially  lessened, 
a public  agency,  after  adopting  proper  findings,  may  nevertheless  approve  the  project  if  the 
agency  first  adopts  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  setting  forth  the  specific  reasons 
why  the  agency  found  that  the  project's  “benefits”  rendered  “acceptable"  its  "unavoidable 
adverse  environmental  effects.”  (CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  15093,  15043,  subd.  (b);  see  also  Pub. 
Resources  Code,  § 21081,  subd.  (b).)  The  California  Supreme  Court  has  stated,  “[t]he  wisdom 
of  approving  . . . any  development  project,  a delicate  task  which  requires  a balancing  of  interests, 
is  necessarily  left  to  the  sound  discretion  of  the  local  officials  and  their  constituents  who  are 
responsible  for  such  decisions.  The  law  requires  that  those  decisions  be  informed,  and  therefore 
balanced.”  ( Goleta  II,  supra , 52  Cal. 3d  at  p.  576.)  The  OCII  Commission  determines  that  the 
following  significant  impacts  on  the  environment,  as  reflected  in  the  FSEIR,  are  unavoidable,  but 
under  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21081,  subdivisions  (a)(3)  and  (b),  and  CEQA  Guidelines 
15091,  subdivision  (a)(3),  15092,  subdivision  (b)(2)(B),  and  15093,  the  OCII  Commission 
determines  that  the  impacts  are  acceptable  due  to  the  overriding  considerations  described  in 
Section  VI  below.  This  finding  is  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  record  of  this 
proceeding. 

A.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  TR-2:  Effects  on  Vehicle  Traffic  on  Multiple  Intersections  without 
SF  Giants  game,  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-1  1 7;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12;  Response  TR-2; 
Response  TR-4;  Response  TR-12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts 
at  seven  intersections  that  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F under  Existing  plus  Project 
conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  These  include  the  intersections  of 
King/Fourth  Streets,  Fifth/Harrison  Streets/I-280  westbound  off-ramp,  Fifth/Bryant 
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Streets/I-280  eastbound  on-ramp,  Third/Channel  Streets,  Fourth/Channel  Streets,  Seventh 
Street/Mission  Bay  Drive,  and  Seventh/Mississippi/16th  Streets.  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events  would  reduce  the  Project's  impacts  related  to 
event-related  traffic  conditions,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation-related 
impacts,  but  would  not  reduce  impacts  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  would  require  the 
Project  Sponsor  to  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and  implement  commercially  reasonable 
strategies  to  reduce  transportation  impacts.  The  measures  identified  above  would  reduce 
traffic  congestion  in  the  Project  vicinity  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  However,  even  with  implementation  of  these  measures,  the  arrival  and  departure 
peak  of  vehicle  trips  to  and  from  the  event  center  through  these  intersections  would 
continue  to  occur,  and  therefore,  the  Project's  significant  traffic  impacts  would  remain 
significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

The  Project  would  result  in  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  at  intersections  not 
previously  identified  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  due  to  event-related  vehicles  that  would 
result  in  exceedance  of  the  intersection  LOS  threshold.  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation 
Measures  47a  - 47c.  and  47e  - 47i  would  minimize  traffic  impacts  but  would  not  reduce 
them  to  less-than-significant  levels,  and  traffic  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47:  Transportation  System 

Management  Plan 

2.  Impact  TR-3:  Effect  of  Project  on  Traffic  Volumes  at  Freeway  Ramps 
without  SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-1 32;  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response 
TR-4;  Response  TR-12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  1-80 
eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets  that  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F under 
Existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  would  help 
reduce  the  Project  traffic  increase  on  regional  freeway  mainline  and  ramps.  However,  the 
reduction  in  Project-generated  vehicle  trips  would  not  reduce  impacts  to  less-than- 
significant  levels.  Thus,  for  these  reasons,  the  Project's  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp 
operations  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts. 
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3.  Impact  TR-5:  Effect  of  Project  Regional  T ransit  Service  Demand  without  SF 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2.144.  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-5; 

Response  TR-12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  a substantial  increase  in  transit  demand 
that  could  not  be  accommodated  by  regional  transit  capacity  such  that  significant  adverse 
impacts  to  regional  transit  service  would  occur  under  Existing  plus  Project  conditions 
without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay 
Ferry  and/or  Bus  would  help  reduce  or  minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization 
exceedances  for  the  regional  transit  service  providers,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts.  However,  since  the  provision  of  additional  South  Bay  and  North 
Bay  service  is  uncertain  and  full  funding  for  the  service  has  not  yet  been  identified,  the 
Project's  significant  impacts  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and/or  Bus 

Service 

4.  Impact  TR-11:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  at  Multiple  Intersections  with  SF 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-171;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-4; 
Response  TR- 1 2.)  On  days  with  overlapping  evening  events  at  the  project  site  and  at 
AT&T  Park,  intersections  in  the  Project  vicinity  would  become  more  congested  prior  to 
and  following  the  events,  and  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts  at  the 
following  ten  study  intersections:  King/Fifth/I-280  ramps,  Fifth/FIarrison  Streets/I-80 
westbound  off-ramp,  Fifth/Bryant  Streets/I-80  eastbound  on-ramp,  Third/South  Streets, 
Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive,  Fourth/ 16th  Streets,  Owens/16th  Streets, 
Seventh/Mississippi/1 6th  Streets,  Illinois/Mariposa  Streets,  and  Mariposa  Street/I-280 
northbound  off-ramp.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional 
Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts,  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  la:  Additional 
PCOs  during  Overlapping  Events,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lb:  Participation  in 
the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  would  minimize  the 
severity  of  traffic  impacts  at  these  intersections  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts,  but  would  not  improve  intersection  LOS  to  LOS  D or  better. 

Thus,  traffic  impacts  at  the  ten  study  intersections  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

In  addition  to  the  mitigation  measures  described  above.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc: 
Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would 
require  the  Project  Sponsor  to  continue  to  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and  implement 
additional  strategies  to  reduce  transportation  impacts.  One  potential  strategy  involves 
using  off-site  parking  lot(s)  south  of  the  event  center  and  providing  shuttles  to  the  event 
center  if  the  location  of  off-site  parking  is  not  within  walking  distance  to  the  event  center; 
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but  regardless,  secondary  traffic  impacts  associated  with  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc, 
involving  the  use  of  one  or  more  off-site  parking  lot(s)  would  contribute  to  the  same 
significant  and  unavoidable  impact  (with  mitigation)  that  would  be  caused  by  the  Project- 
generated traffic  described  in  the  first  paragraph  in  this  impact  statement  above.  With 
implementation  of  off-site  parking  lots  during  overlapping  events  as  part  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  lc,  the  significant  traffic  impacts  identified  above  at  the  intersections  of 
Fourth/1 6th  Streets  and  Mariposa  Street/I-280  northbound  off-ramp  would  not  occur,  and 
instead  a significant  and  unavoidable  traffic  impact  would  occur  at  the  intersection  of 
Pennsylvania/Cesar  Chavez  Streets/I-280  northbound  off-ramp.  Thus,  with 
implementation  of  off-site  parking  lots  during  overlapping  events  as  part  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  lc.  significant  traffic  impacts  would  occur  at  nine  rather  than  ten 
intersections;  however,  impacts  in  the  Project  vicinity  during  overlapping  evening  events 
at  the  project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  la:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping 
Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lb:  Regular  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission 
Bay  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

5.  Impact  TR-12:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  at  Freeway  Ramps  with  SF  Giants 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-180;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-4;  Response  TR- 
12.)  The  Project,  under  the  Basketball  Game  scenario  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game  at  AT&T  Park,  would  result  in  a significant  impact  at  the  1-80  westbound 
off-ramp  at  Fifth/Harrison  Streets  during  the  weekday  evening  and  Saturday  evening 
peak  hours  (i.e..  attendees  driving  to  San  Francisco  from  the  East  Bay),  and  at  the  1-280 
northbound  off-ramp  at  Mariposa  Street  during  the  weekday  evening  peak  hour  (i.e., 
attendees  driving  to  the  event  center  and  AT&T  Park  from  the  south  of  the  project  site). 
The  Project  would  also  result  in  a significant  impact  at  the  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  at 
Fifth/Bryant  Streets  during  the  weekday  late  evening  peak  hour  (i.e..  attendees  returning 
to  the  East  Bay).  As  discussed  in  Impact  TR-3  for  conditions  without  an  overlapping  SF 
Giants  evening  game,  no  feasible  mitigation  measures  are  available  for  the  freeway  ramp 
impacts  because  there  is  insufficient  physical  space  for  additional  capacity  without 
redesign  of  the  1-80  and  1-280  ramps  and  mainline  structures,  which  may  require 
acquisition  of  additional  right-of-way:  and  other  potential  measures  would  not  adequately 
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address  the  short-term  peak  travel  patterns  associated  with  special  events.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts 
of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project  traffic  increase  on  regional  freeway 
mainline  and  ramps.  However,  the  mitigation  measures  would  not  reduce  impacts  related 
to  freeway  ramp  operations  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Thus,  for  these  reasons,  the 
Project's  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp  operations  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

6.  Impact  TR-14:  Effect  of  Project  on  Regional  Transit  Demand  with  SF 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-1 84,  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-4; 
Response  TR-12.)  Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game  at  AT&T  Park,  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  Project-specific 
transit  impacts  to  East  Bay,  North  Bay  and  South  Bay  transit  service.  Implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service,  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1 4: 
Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  or 
minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization  exceedances  for  the  regional  transit 
service  providers,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  However, 
since  the  provision  of  additional  South  Bay,  North  Bay  and  BART  service  is  uncertain 
and  full  funding  for  the  service  has  not  yet  been  identified,  the  mitigation  measures 
would  not  reduce  the  impact  to  a less-than-significant  level.  Accordingly,  the  Project's 
significant  impacts  to  regional  transit  demand  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Bus  and  Ferry  Service 
during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay 
during  Overlapping  Events 

7.  Impact  TR-18.  Effect  of  Project  on  Traffic  Without  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-191,  RTC,  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project 
without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  following  additional  study  intersections,  or  analysis 
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periods:  Third/Channel  Streets  (weekday  late  evening).  Fourth/Channel  Streets  (Saturday 
evening).  Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive  (weekday  late  evening),  Illinois/Mariposa 
Streets  (weekday  evening,  Saturday  evening),  and  Owens/16th  Streets  (weekday  late 
evening).  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events,  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts,  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring, 
would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  Even  with  implementation  of  the  mitigation  measures,  however,  the  Project's 
traffic  impacts  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Measures  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 

Monitoring 

8.  Impact  TR-19:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  on  Freeway  Ramps  Without  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-197.)  The  Project  without 
implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  following  three  additional  freeway  ramp  locations:  1-80 
eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets  (weekday  late  evening),  1-80  westbound  off- 
ramp at  Fifth/Harrison  Streets  (Saturday  evening),  1-280  northbound  off-ramp  at 
Mariposa  Street  (weekday  evening).  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Auto  Mode  Share 
Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode 
Share  Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring,  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact, 
and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  Even  with  implementation  of 
the  mitigation  measures,  however,  the  Project's  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp 
operations  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Measures  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 

Monitoring 

9.  Impact  TR-20:  Effect  of  Project  Transit  Demand  Without  Muni  Special 
Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-199:  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response 
TR-5.)  Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit 
Service  Plan,  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  Project-specific  transit  impacts,  as 
follows:  T Third  during  the  weekday  evening,  weekday  late  evening,  and  Saturday 
evening  peak  hours:  22  Fillmore  during  the  weekday  late  evening:  and  Saturday  evening 
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peak  hours.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts.  Even  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  however, 
the  Project's  impacts  related  to  transit  operations  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring 

10.  Impact  TR-21:  Effect  of  Project  Regional  Transit  Demand  Without  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-202,  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 
Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park  and 
without  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan,  the  Project  would  result  in 
significant  Project-specific  transit  impacts  on  WETA  and  Golden  Gate  Transit  service 
during  the  weekday  late  evening  peak  hours.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North 
Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service  would  reduce  or  minimize  the  severity  of  the  impact,  but  not 
to  a less  than  significant  level.  Accordingly,  the  Project's  significant  impacts  to  regional 
transit  capacity  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service 

B.  Noise 

1.  Impact  NO-5:  Noise  Impacts  from  Project  Traffic  and  Crowd  Noise.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.3-32;  RTC,  Response  NOI-2;  Response  NOI-3;  Response  NOI-6.)  Noise 
levels  generated  by  crowds  prior  to,  during,  and  after  events  could  result  in  a substantial 
increase  in  noise  levels  at  the  receptor  adjacent  to  the  northbound  Muni  T-Line  transit 
platform,  particularly  during  nighttime  egress  hours  of  9 p.m.  to  1 1 p.m.,  and  this  impact 
would  be  significant  and  unavoidable.  Operation  of  the  Project  would  introduce  new 
mobile  noise  sources  that  would  contribute  to  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project  vicinity. 
Increases  in  roadway  traffic  noise  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  during  events 
either  w ith  or  without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan, 
even  with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies 
to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events.  Therefore,  the  Project's  effect 
on  crowd  and  traffic  noise  remains  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2c:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

C.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ-1:  Impacts  of  Criteria  Air  Pollutants  from  Construction 
Activities.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.4-28;  FSE1R.  Chapter  12.  Sections  12.2.3.  12.3.2; 

Response  AQ-1 ; Response  AQ-2;  Response  AQ-3;  Response  AQ-4:  Response  AQ-6; 
Response  PD-3.)  Construction  of  the  Project  would  generate  emissions  of  fugitive  dust 
and  criteria  air  pollutants.  The  Project  Sponsor,  through  its  contractors,  would  be  required 
to  implement  dust  control  measures  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Construction  Dust  Control  Ordinance,  which  would  ensure  that  the  construction-related 
impacts  due  to  fugitive  dust  would  be  less  than  significant. 

Estimated  emissions  of  criteria  air  pollutants  indicate  that  average  daily  construction 
emissions  of  PMio  and  PM25  would  be  below  the  applicable  thresholds.  Emissions  of 
ROG  and  NOx,  however,  would  exceed  the  applicable  significance  thresholds. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 
would  reduce  ROG  and  NOx  emissions,  but  additional  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets  would  be  further  required  to  reduce  NOx  emissions 
to  below  the  applicable  threshold.  However,  because  implementation  of  emissions  offsets 
is  dependent  in  part  on  the  actions  of  a third  party  and  a specific  emission  offset  project 
has  not  yet  been  identified,  this  measure  is  not  fully  within  the  control  of  the  Project 
Sponsor.  As  such,  the  impact  related  to  regional  emissions  of  criteria  pollutants  during 
construction  is  conservatively  considered  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

2.  Impact  AQ-2:  Impacts  of  Criteria  Air  Pollutants  from  Project  Operations. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.4-37,  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Section  12.2.1;  Response  AQ-1;  Response 
AQ-4;  Response  AQ-6;  Response  AQ-7.)  Operation  of  the  Project  would  include  a 
variety  of  sources  that  would  contribute  to  long  term  emissions  of  criteria  air  pollutants 
(ROG.  NOx,  PM  10.  and  PM25).  These  sources  would  include  new  vehicle  trips, 
maintenance  and  operation  of  standby  diesel  generators,  boilers,  and  area  sources  such  as 
landscape  equipment  and  use  of  consumer  products.  Calculations  of  average  daily  and 
maximum  annual  emissions  indicate  that  the  Project  without  mitigation  would  result  in 
levels  of  ROG  and  NOx  that  would  exceed  significance  thresholds;  this  would  be  a 
significant  impact.  Mitigation  Measures  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions,  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact. 
However,  this  impact  is  conservatively  considered  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation  because  implementation  of  an  emissions  offset  project  is  dependent  in  part  on 
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the  actions  of  a third  party  and  a specific  emission  offset  project  has  not  yet  been 
identified,  beyond  the  control  of  the  Project  Sponsor. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

IVA.  SIGNIFICANT  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS  THAT  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED  OR 

REDUCED  TO  A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

A.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  C-TR-2:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  at 
Multiple  Intersections.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-212;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.)  Overall, 
combined  for  all  analysis  peak  hours,  the  Project  would  result  in  cumulative  impacts,  or 
contribute  to  2040  cumulative  impacts  at  the  following  16  study  intersections:  King/Third 
Streets,  King/Fourth  Streets,  King/Fifth  Streets/1-280  ramps.  Fifth/Harrison  Streets/1-80 
westbound  off-ramp,  Fifth/Bryant  Streets/I-80  eastbound  on-ramp,  Third/Channel  Streets, 
Fourth/Channel  Streets,  Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive.  Third/South  Streets, 

Third/ 1 6th  Streets,  Fourth/16th  Streets,  Owens/16th  Streets,  Seventh/Mississippi/1 6th 
Streets,  Illinois/Mariposa  Streets,  Mariposa  Street/1-280  northbound  off-ramp,  and 
Third/Cesar  Chavez  Streets.  As  noted  above,  the  Project  would  result  in  Project-specific 
impacts  or  contribute  considerably  to  cumulative  impacts  at  nine  intersections  during  the 
weekday  p.m.  peak  hour,  and  at  the  eight  intersections  during  the  Saturday  evening  peak 
hour.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events, 
Mitigation  Measure  M-T'R-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts, 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  la:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping  Events,  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  lb:  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordinating 
Committee,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project’s  contribution  to 
cumulative  impacts  related  to  event-related  traffic  conditions;  however,  these  impacts 
would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

With  implementation  of  the  off-site  parking  facilities  as  part  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
1 lc,  the  Project  would  also  result  in  cumulative  impacts,  or  contribute  to  2040  cumulative 
impacts  at  16  study  intersections:  however,  significant  traffic  impacts  would  not  occur  at 
the  intersections  of  Fourth/1 6th  Streets  or  Mariposa  Street/1-280  northbound  off-ramp,  and 
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instead  would  occur  at  the  intersections  of  Pennsylvania/Cesar  Chavez  Streets/I-280 
northbound  off-ramp  and  Pennsylvania  Street/1-280  southbound  off-ramp.  Therefore,  the 
Project's  contribution  to  this  2040  cumulative  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-lla:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping 

Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llb:  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 

Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

2.  Impact  C-TR-3:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  at 
Freeway  Ramps.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-220;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project,  in 
combination  with  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  development  in  San 
Francisco,  would  contribute  considerably  to  cumulative  traffic  impacts  at  three  freeway 
ramps  (i.e„  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets,  1-80  westbound  off-ramp  at 
Fifth/Harrison  Streets,  and  1-280  southbound  on-ramp  at  Mariposa  Street). 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project's 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  related  to  event-related  traffic  conditions  but  would 
not  mitigate  the  contribution  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Therefore,  the  Project's 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  at  the  ramp  locations  is  considered  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

3.  Impact  C-TR-5:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  to 
Regional  Transit.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-226;  RTC.  Response  TR-2.)  1 he  Project 
would  result  in  significant  cumulative  transit  impacts  to  regional  transit.  Implementation 
of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service,  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14: 
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Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  or 
minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization  exceedances  for  the  regional  transit 
service  providers,  although  not  to  less  than  significant  levels.  Accordingly,  the  Project's 
cumulative  impacts  to  regional  transit  capacity  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable 
with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay 
During  Overlapping  Events 


B.  Noise 

1.  Impact  C-NO-2:  Project  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Crowd  and 
Traffic  Noise.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-42;  RTC.  Response  NOI-2b.)  Operation  of  the 
Project  would  contribute  to  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project  vicinity.  Cumulative 
increases  in  roadway  traffic  noise  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  during  events 
even  with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies 
to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events.  Therefore,  this  impact  would 
be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

C.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  C-AQ-1:  Project  Contribution  to  Regional  Air  Quality  Impacts. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.4-55;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Sections  12.2.1,  12.2.3,  12.3.2;  Response 
AQ-1;  Response  AQ-2;  Response  AQ-3;  Response  AQ-4;  Response  AQ-6;  Response 
AQ-7.)  The  analysis  of  construction-related  and  operational  criteria  pollutant  impacts 
(Impact  AQ-1  and  Impact  AQ-2,  respectively)  assesses  whether  the  Project  would  be 
considered  to  result  in  a cumulatively  considerable  contribution  to  regional  and  localized 
air  quality  impacts.  Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization, 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions,  and  Mitigation  Measure 
M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets  would  reduce  the  Project's  contribution  to  the  cumulative 
impact,  although  it  cannot  be  certain  that  Project's  contribution  would  be  reduced  to  less 
than  cumulatively  considerable.  Therefore,  this  impact  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 
D.  Utilities  and  Service  Systems 

1.  Impact  C-UT-2:  Wastewater  Treatment  Capacity  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-16; 
RTC,  Response  UTIL-3;  Response  UTIL-4;  Response  UTIL-5;  Response  UTIL-6.)  The 
SFPUC  has  determined  that  the  Project  in  combination  with  full  build  out  of  Mission  Bay 
South  would  result  in  wastewater  flows  that  could  exceed  the  capacity  of  the  Mariposa 
Pump  Station  and  associated  force  mains  and  conveyance  piping.  Therefore, 
improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Station  and  associated  facilities  would  be  required 
to  accommodate  the  cumulative  wastewater  flows.  While  temporary  or  interim  measures 
to  accommodate  the  flows  would  not  result  in  significant  environmental  effects  because 
they  would  be  operational  or  internal  to  the  pump  stations,  construction  of  the  permanent 
improvements  could  potentially  result  in  significant  environmental  effects.  Because 
specific  plans  and  design  for  permanent  pump  station  improvements  and  associated  force 
mains  and  conveyance  piping  have  not  been  finalized  and  CEQA  environmental  review 
has  not  been  completed,  it  is  not  possible  at  this  time  to  conclude  whether  impacts 
resulting  from  these  improvements  could  be  mitigated  to  a less  than  significant  level. 
Furthermore,  implementation  of  any  improvements  to  the  City's  pump  stations  and  force 
mains  is  outside  of  the  Project  Sponsor's  control  and  there  is  uncertainty  in  timing  as  to 
when  the  SFPUC  will  be  able  to  complete  the  necessary  capacity  improvements. 
Therefore,  this  would  be  a significant  and  unavoidable  impact  related  to  requiring 
construction  of  new  wastewater  facilities  or  the  expansion  of  existing  wastewater 
facilities  in  the  Mariposa  sub-basin  the  construction  of  which  could  cause  significant 
environmental  impacts,  with  no  feasible  mitigation  available  to  the  Project  Sponsor. 

Cumulative  wastewater  flows  could  also  exceed  the  capacity  of  the  Mission  Bay  Sanitary 
Pump  Station,  resulting  in  a significant  impact  related  to  construction  and/or  expansion  of 
related  wastewater  facilities.  However,  the  Project's  contribution  would  not  be 
cumulatively  considerable  (i.e.,  it  would  be  less  than  significant)  because  the  Mission 
Bay  Sanitary  Pump  Station  was  designed  to  accommodate  0.29  mgd  of  wastewater  flows 
from  the  project  site,  and  the  Project  would  discharge  only  0.182  mgd  to  the  pump  station 
which  would  be  within  the  remaining  capacity  at  the  pump  station.  Even  so,  for  the 
reasons  mentioned  in  the  first  paragraph  above,  impacts  relating  to  the  construction  of 
expanded  wastewater  treatment  capacity  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable. 

2.  Impact  C-UT-4:  Wastewater  Demand  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-19;  RTC,  Response 
UTIL-5.)  The  SFPUC  has  determined  that  there  is  currently  inadequate  capacity  to  serve 
the  Project's  wastewater  demand  in  combination  with  anticipated  increased  wastewater 
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flows  from  other  projects  (including  UCSF's  demand  and  other  reasonably  foreseeable 
development).  The  impact  analysis  determined  that  the  Project's  contribution  to  this 
impact  would  be  cumulatively  considerable,  and  therefore,  this  cumulative  impact  on  the 
wastewater  system  was  determined  to  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-C-UT-4,  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Pump 
Station  Upgrades,  would  offset  the  Project's  contribution  to  this  impact.  The  measure 
would  require  the  Project  Sponsor  to  contribute  its  fair  share  to  the  SFPUC  for  the 
required  improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Stations  and  associated  wastewater 
facilities.  However,  because  the  necessary  improvements  have  not  been  completely 
defined  and  implementation  of  the  improvements  to  the  City's  wastewater  system  is 
outside  of  the  Project  Sponsor's  control,  this  impact  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-C-UT-4:  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Mariposa  Pump 
Station  Upgrades 

V.  EVALUATION  OF  ALTERNATIVES 

This  section  describes  the  Project  as  well  as  the  Project  alternatives  (the  “Alternatives")  and  the 
reasons  for  approving  the  Project  and  for  rejecting  the  Alternatives.  This  section  also  outlines  the 
project  objectives  and  provides  a context  for  understanding  the  reasons  for  selecting  or  rejecting 
alternatives. 

CEQA  mandates  that  an  EIR  evaluate  a reasonable  range  of  potentially  feasible  alternatives  to  a 
proposed  Project  or  the  Project  location  that  would  meet  most  of  the  project  objectives  while 
reducing  or  avoiding  any  of  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  Project. 

CEQA  requires  that  every  EIR  also  evaluate  a “No  Project”  alternative.  Alternatives  provide  a 
basis  of  comparison  to  the  Project  in  terms  of  their  significant  impacts  and  their  effectiveness  in 
meeting  project  objectives.  This  comparative  analysis  is  used  to  consider  reasonable,  potentially 
feasible  options  for  minimizing  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project. 

After  an  extensive  alternative  screening  and  selection  process,  OCII  selected  three  alternatives, 
in  addition  to  the  Project,  to  carry  forward  for  detailed  analysis  in  the  GSW  SEIR: 

• Alternative  A:  No  Project  Alternative 

• Alternative  B:  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 

• Alternative  C:  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330 

These  alternatives  adequately  represent  a range  of  potentially  feasible  alternatives  to  the  Project 
as  required  under  CEQA. 

The  GSW  SEIR  also  analyzed  two  Project  variants: 

• Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 
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Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 


The  GSW  DSEIR  noted  that  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  also  served  as  an  alternative  to  the 
Project  because  it  would  meet  all  of  the  project  objectives  and  would  lessen  or  avoid  a significant 
environmental  impact  of  the  Project.  Specifically,  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  would  lessen  or 
avoid  the  Project's  potential  wind  impacts,  which  the  GSW  DSEIR  conservatively  identified  as 
significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation.  After  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  Project 
Sponsor  identified  minor  refinements  that  have  been  incorporated  into  the  Project  that  will 
reduce  the  Project's  wind  impacts  to  less  than  significant  with  mitigation.  Therefore,  because  the 
Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  no  longer  lessens  or  avoids  a significant  environmental  impact  of  the 
Project,  it  is  now  properly  treated  as  a Project  variant,  and  not  a true  alternative  to  the  Project. 

As  explained  above,  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project  and  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 
would  be  the  same  and  the  same  mitigation  measures  would  apply,  except  that  no  mitigation 
would  be  required  to  reduce  wind  impacts  of  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  to  a less  than 
significant  level.  As  further  explained  above,  OCII  is  approving  the  Project  so  either  the  Project 
or  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  may  be  implemented  by  the  Project  Sponsor,  at  the  sponsor's 
election. 

The  GSW  FSEIR  noted  that  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant  would  result  in  an 
incremental  noise  reduction  at  Hearst  Tower,  and  therefore,  an  incremental  reduction  in  the 
crowd  noise  impact  identified  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  as  significant  and  unavoidable.  Even  with  the 
incremental  reduction,  however,  the  Project  could  still  result  in  a substantial  increase  in  noise 
levels  and  the  incremental  reduction  would  not  be  sufficient  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a less-than- 
significant  level.  In  any  event,  as  explained  above,  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 
has  been  incorporated  into  the  Project  approved  by  OCII  and  thus  need  not  be  discussed  in  this 
section. 

A.  Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Project 

The  Project  will  meet  all  of  the  Project  Objectives  identified  above  in  Section  1C,  and  w ill 
provide  numerous  public  benefits  as  explained  in  greater  detail  in  Section  VI. 

/.  Construct  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San  Francisco  that  meets  NBA 
requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and 
entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from 
approximately  3.000-18.500,  and  expands  opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and 
convention  business. 

The  Project  includes  the  construction  of  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San 
Francisco  that  meets  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting 
events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from 
approximately  3.000-18,500.  Although  the  event  center  is  one  of  the  smallest  venues  used  by 
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NBA  basketball  teams,  it  meets  the  NBA's  requirements  and  will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to 
meet  the  market  demand  for  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  games.  Further,  the  event  center 
will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to  accommodate  a variety  of  desirable  events,  including  other 
sporting  events,  small  and  large  concerts  and  shows,  conventions  and  conferences,  and  other 
family  events.  No  similar-sized  event  center  currently  exists  in  San  Francisco,  so  the 
construction  of  the  event  center  will  attract  events  to  the  City  that  cannot  be  accommodated  by 
other  venues.  By  providing  a state-of-the-art  event  center  that  can  accommodate  a wide  variety 
of  small-  and  large-scale  events,  including  Warriors  basketball  games,  the  Project  will  benefit 
City  residents  and  expand  opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

2.  Provide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development , including  office  and  retail 
uses , to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year- 
round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding 
neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project. 

The  Project  provides  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development  to  create  a lively  local 
and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round.  In  addition  to  the  event  center, 
the  Project  includes  a mix  of  office  use,  retail,  and  open  space  that  will  promote  visitor  activity 
and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use,  and  provide  amenities  to  visitors  of 
the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood.  The  Project  is  also  financially  feasible 
for  the  Project  Sponsor  and  will  provide  substantial  tax  revenue  available  for  OCII  to  support  the 
construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 

3.  Develop  a project  that  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability 
standards. 

The  Project  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability  standards.  The  Project 
is  designed  to  Leadership  in  Energy  and  Environmental  Design  (“LEED®”)  Gold  standards  and 
incorporates  a variety  of  design  features  to  provide  energy  and  water  conservation  and 
efficiency,  encourage  alternative  transportation,  promote  a healthy  indoor  environment, 
minimize  waste,  and  maximize  recycling  opportunities. 

4.  Optimize  public  transit,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  to  the  site  by  locating  the  project 
within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional  transit  hubs,  and  adjacent  to  routes  that 
provide  safe  and  convenient  access  for  pedestrians  and  bicycles. 

The  Project  is  located  in  an  urban  infill  area  in  Mission  Bay,  immediately  adjacent  to  local  transit 
stops  and  less  than  a mile  from  other  regional  transit  resources,  including  Caltrain,  Bay  Area 
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Rapid  Transit,  AC  Transit.  Golden  Gate  Transit,  other  regional  carriers.  The  Project  will  also 
implement  a number  of  off-site  roadway  network  and  curb  regulations,  and  transit  network, 
pedestrian  and  bicycle  network  improvements  in  the  project  site  vicinity,  including  roadway 
restriping,  intersection  signalization,  on-street  parking,  new  perimeter  sidewalks,  bicycle  lanes, 
signage  and  other  improvements. 

Further,  as  part  of  the  Project,  the  Project  Sponsor  prepared  and  will  implement  a TMP.  The 
TMP  is  a management  and  operating  plan  to  facilitate  multimodal  access  at  the  event  center 
during  Project  operation.  The  TMP  includes  various  management  strategies  designed  to  reduce 
use  of  single-occupant  vehicles  and  to  increase  the  use  of  rideshare,  transit,  bicycle,  and  walking 
for  trips  to  and  from  the  project  site. 

5.  Provide  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  project  sponsor 's 
reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

The  Project  provides  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  the  Project 
Sponsor's  reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  Project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

6.  Provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to  attract 
those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  lack  of  a world  class  3, 000- 
4,000  seat  facility. 

The  Project  will  provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to 
attract  those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  the  limited  availability  of  such 
world  class  facilities.  The  City  is  currently  unable  to  attract  or  accommodate  certain  events 
because  there  are  no  venues  in  the  city  with  the  flexibility  for  such  small  or  large  seating 
capacities  that  can  accommodate  such  events.  With  the  event  center,  the  City  will  be  able  to 
accommodate  such  events,  for  which  there  is  a high  demand  in  the  City. 

7.  Develop  a project  that  promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900),  as  amended. 

The  Project  will  promote  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency,  greenhouse  gas 
reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job  creation  consistent  with  the 
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objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement  Through  Environmental 
Leadership  Act  (AB  900),  as  amended. 

The  Project  also  meets  the  major  redevelopment  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan.  These  major  redevelopment  objectives  are  also  the  primary  objectives  of 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  as  set  forth  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSE1R.  (GSW 
DSEIR,  p.  3-4.) 

1 . Eliminating  blighting  influences  and  correcting  environmental  deficiencies  in  the  Plan 
Area,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  abnormally  high  vacancies,  abandoned  buildings, 
incompatible  land  uses,  depreciated  or  stagnant  property  values,  and  inadequate  or 
deteriorated  public  improvements,  facilities  and  utilities. 

2.  Retaining  and  promoting,  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  academic  and 
research  activities  associated  with  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco  (“UCSF”), 
which  seeks  to  provide  space  for  existing  and  new  programs  and  consolidate  academic 
and  support  units  from  many  dispersed  sites  at  a single  major  new  site  which  can 
accommodate  the  2,650,000  square  foot  program  analyzed  in  the  UCSF  Long  Range 
Development  Plan. 

3.  Assembling  land  into  parcels  suitable  for  modern,  integrated  development  with  improved 
pedestrian  and  vehicular  circulation  in  the  Plan  Area. 

4.  Replanning,  redesigning  and  developing  undeveloped  and  underdeveloped  areas  which 
are  improperly  utilized. 

5.  Providing  flexibility  in  the  development  of  the  Plan  Area  to  respond  readily  and 
appropriately  to  market  conditions. 

6.  Providing  opportunities  for  participation  by  owners  in  the  redevelopment  of  their 
properties. 

7.  Strengthening  the  community’s  supply  of  housing  by  facilitating  economically  feasible, 
affordable  housing  through  installation  of  needed  site  improvements  and  expansion  and 
improvement  of  the  housing  supply  by  the  construction  of  up  to  approximately  3,440 
very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  and  market-rate  units,  including  approximately 
1,100  units  of  very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  housing. 

8.  Strengthening  the  economic  base  of  the  Plan  Area  and  the  community  by  strengthening 
retail  and  other  commercial  functions  in  the  Plan  Area  through  the  addition  of  up  to 
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approximately  335.000  Leasable  square  feet  of  retail  space  and  a hotel  of  up  to  500 
rooms  and  associated  uses,  depending  on  the  amount  of  residential  uses  constructed  in  the 
Hotel  land  use  district,  and  about  5,953,600  Leasable  square  feet  of  mixed  office, 
research  and  development  and  light  manufacturing  uses. 

9.  Facilitating  emerging  commercial-industrial  sectors  including  those  expected  to  emerge 
or  expand  due  to  their  proximity  to  the  UCSF  new  site,  such  as  research  and 
development,  bio-technical  research,  telecommunications,  business  service,  multi-media 
services,  and  related  light  industrial,  through  improvement  of  transportation  access  to 
commercial  and  industrial  areas,  improvement  of  safety  within  the  Plan  Area,  and  the 
installation  of  needed  site  improvements  to  stimulate  new  commercial  and  industrial 
expansion,  employment,  and  economic  growth. 

10.  Facilitating  public  transit  opportunities  to  and  within  the  Plan  Area  to  the  extent  feasible. 

I 1 . Providing  land  in  an  amount  of  approximately  41  acres  for  a variety  of  publicly 
accessible  open  spaces. 

12.  Achieving  the  objectives  described  above  in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible. 

The  Project  is  consistent  with  all  of  the  above  major  redevelopment  project  objectives.  The 
successful  completion  of  the  Plan  Area  is  dependent  on  economically  feasible  land  uses,  such  as 
the  Project,  that  will  provide  the  revenues  to  repay  the  bonded  indebtedness  used  to  build  the 
public  infrastructure  for  the  area.  The  Project  will  improve  underutilized  blocks  within  the  Plan 
Area  and  will  provide  substantial  economic  benefits  within  the  Plan  Area. 

The  area  surrounding  the  Project  has  already  been  substantially  built  out  with  commercial, 
industrial  and  other  uses.  Construction  of  the  Project  would  develop  one  of  the  few  remaining 
vacant  and  under-utilized  parcels  in  this  area.  In  doing  so,  the  Project  would  secure  the  Property, 
increase  the  diversity  of  uses  in  the  area,  contribute  towards  creating  an  attractive  and  interesting 
urban  environment,  and  reduce  the  need  for  Plan  Area  residents  and  employees  to  drive  to  reach 
retail,  food,  and  recreation  resources.  There  are  few  existing  retail,  restaurant,  and  entertainment 
uses  within  the  Plan  Area:  by  including  those  uses,  the  Project  would  contribute  vitality  to 
Mission  Bay's  street  life  and  activate  its  pedestrian  realms,  which  would  generally  benefit 
Mission  Bay  including  the  employees,  students,  and  visitors  that  use  the  UCSF  campus. 

Furthermore,  the  Project  includes  implementation  of  several  improvements  to  the  existing  public 
transit  network  and  open  space  near  the  Property.  For  example,  the  Project  will  provide 
expanded  Mission  Bay  Transportation  Management  Association  (“TMA”)  shuttle  service  to 
increase  frequency  of,  and  the  number  of  stops  offered  by.  the  shuttle  service  in  Mission  Bay 
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South.  These  shuttle  service  improvements  would  be  an  integrated  part  of  the  Mission  Bay  TMA 
network  and  would  continue  to  be  free  of  charge  for  all  residents  and  employees  in  Mission  Bay, 
regardless  of  their  origin  or  destination.  The  Project  would  enhance  Plan  Area  open  space 
through  the  creation  of  a substantial  public  plaza  and  creation  of  enhanced  public  views, 
including  the  elevated  view  terrace  located  on  the  Bayfront  Terrace  and  overlooking  the 
Bayfront  Park  and  the  Bay  beyond.  The  Project  would  also  draw  many  more  members  of  the 
public  to  the  Plan  Area,  allowing  a greater  number  of  people  to  experience  and  enjoy  the  Bay, 
the  shoreline  parks  and  the  Mission  Bay  open  space. 

B.  Environmentally  Superior  Alternative 

CEQA  Guidelines  section  15126.6  requires  that  each  E1R  identify  the  "environmentally  superior 
alternative’'  among  those  considered.  If  the  No  Project  Alternative  is  identified  as 
environmentally  superior,  then  the  EIR  must  also  identify  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative  among  the  other  alternatives.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15126.6,  subd.  (e)(2).) 

As  discussed  in  the  SE1R,  Alternative  A,  the  No  Project,  would  result  in  substantially  less  severe 
environmental  impacts  than  the  Project.  However,  per  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15126.6.  if  the 
environmentally  superior  alternative  is  the  "no  project”  alternative,  an  EIR  shall  also  identify  an 
environmentally  superior  alternative  among  the  other  alternatives.  The  three  remaining 
alternatives  consist  of  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative,  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32 
and  Seawall  Lot  330,  and  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant.  As  discussed  more  fully  below,  infra 
Section  VC,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternatives  would  result  in  somewhat  less  severe 
environmental  impacts  than  the  Project,  including  transportation,  noise,  air  quality,  and 
wastewater  demand;  however,  this  alternative  would  not  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  any  of  the 
significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  The  Off-site  Alternative 
at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  more  effectively  avoid  and  substantially  reduce  the 
severity  of  a number  of  significant  impacts  related  to  noise,  air  quality,  and  utilities  that  were 
identified  for  the  Project;  however,  this  alternative  would  result  in  substantially  more  severe 
significant  impacts  related  to  noise,  vibration,  and  air  quality,  and  also  introduce  new  significant 
and  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  related  to  transportation  and  biological  resources  that  would 
not  occur  under  the  Project.  The  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  would  have  all  of  the  same 
significant  impacts  as  the  Project. 

Therefore,  overall,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  is  considered  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative,  because  it  would  reduce  the  severity  of  adverse  environmental  effects  across  a broad 
range  of  environmental  resources  and  would  not  result  in  any  new  significant  environmental 
impacts.  (See  also  GSW  DSEIR,  pp.  7-99  - 7-109,  8-1  - 8-14.) 

C.  SEIR  Alternatives  Rejected  and  Reasons  for  Rejection 
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The  OCII  Commission  rejects  the  Alternatives  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR,  and  listed  below,  because 
the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  there  is  substantial  evidence,  including  evidence  of  economic, 
legal,  social,  technological,  and  other  considerations  described  in  this  section  and  elsewhere  in 
the  record  on  these  proceedings  under  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15091.  subdivision  (a)(3).  that 
make  the  Alternatives  infeasible.  In  making  these  determinations.  OCII  is  aware  that  CEQA 
defines  "feasibility"  to  mean  "capable  of  being  accomplished  in  a successful  manner  within  a 
reasonable  period  of  time,  taking  into  account  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and 
technological  factors.”  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21061 .1;  see  also  Goleta  II,  supra,  52  Cal. 3d  at 
p.  565.)  OCII  is  also  aware  that  under  CEQA  case  law  the  concept  of  "feasibility"  encompasses 
(i)  the  question  of  whether  a particular  alternative  promotes  the  underlying  goals  and  objectives 
of  the  project,  and  (ii)  the  question  of  whether  an  alternative  is  "desirable"  from  a policy 
standpoint  to  the  extent  that  desirability  is  based  on  a reasonable  balancing  of  the  relevant 
economic,  environmental,  social,  legal  and  technological  factors.  (See,  e.g..  City  of  Del  Mar, 
supra,  1 33  Cal.App.3d  at  p.  4 1 7;  Sequoyah  Hills  Homeowners  Assn.  v\  City  of  Oakland  ( 1 993) 

23  Cal.App.4th  704,  715;  CNPS,  supra,  177  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1001.) 

1.  Alternative  A:  No  Project  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Project  Alternative,  the  Golden  State  Warriors  organization  would  not  relocate  to 
San  Francisco,  and  Blocks  29-32  in  the  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  would  not  be  developed 
with  the  event  center  and  mixed-use  development  described  in  Section  1.  Instead,  it  is  assumed 
that  in  the  short  term,  the  Warriors  organization  would  exercise  its  option  to  stay  in  Oakland,  and 
accordingly,  the  team  would  continue  to  play  its  home  games  at  Oracle  Arena  and  lease  their 
management  offices  and  practice  facility  at  the  Oakland  Convention  Center  in  Oakland.  Oracle 
Arena,  built  in  1966  and  remodeled  in  1996.  is  the  oldest  facility  still  in  use  by  the  NBA. 
Therefore,  under  this  alternative,  it  is  likely  that  the  Warriors  organization  would  either  build  a 
new  arena  at  its  current  location  or  relocate  and  build  a new  facility  in  the  long  term  in  the  Bay 
Area  or  elsewhere. 

Currently,  there  are  no  other  development  proposals  pending  at  Blocks  29-32.  but  given  its  prime 
location,  existing  entitlement,  and  ongoing  development  on  similar  sites  adjacent  to  or  near  to 
Blocks  29-32,  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  development  at  Blocks  29-32  would  occur  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  Thus,  the  No  Project  Alternative  does  not  assume  that  the  project  site  at 
Blocks  29-32  would  remain  under  its  current  vacant  conditions,  but  rather  that  the  site  would  be 
developed.  Consistent  with  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15126.6,  subdivision  (e)(2).  this  scenario 
represents  what  is  reasonably  expected  to  occur  in  the  foreseeable  future  if  the  Project  were  not 
approved,  based  on  current  plans,  available  infrastructure,  and  community  services.  Specifically, 
the  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that  Blocks  29-32  would  be  developed  with  another  mixed- 
use  development  project  consistent  with  the  restrictions  and  controls  established  in  the  Mission 
Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  the  South  Design  for  Development. 


58 


For  the  purposes  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  a hypothetical  development  scenario  was  developed  that 
conforms  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  associated  Design  for 
Development,  which  allows  all  building  to  be  a maximum  of  90  feet  in  height,  except  for  one 
160-foot  high  tower  on  Block  29.  The  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that  approximately 
1,056,000  gross  square  feet  (“gsf')  of  commercial/industrial  plus  31,700  gsf  of  retail  uses  would 
be  developed  at  Blocks  29-32,  for  a total  of  1 ,087,700  gsf.  There  would  be  no  event  center.  The 
commercial/industrial  uses  would  presumably  consist  of  office  and  research/development  uses, 
with  a 13-story,  160-foot  tall  office  tower  located  on  Block  29  along  Third  Street  and  varying 
heights  of  office  mid-rise  buildings,  all  less  than  90  feet  in  height,  throughout  Blocks  29,  30,  31, 
and  32.  One-  to  two-story  retail  uses  would  be  located  at  the  corner  of  Third  and  South  Streets  on 
Block  29  and  along  the  re-aligned  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  on  Block  30.  There  would  be 
two,  above-grade,  five-  to  five-and-a-half-story  parking  structures,  one  on  South  Street  and  one 
on  16th  Street,  with  1,050  parking  stalls  on-site,  plus  132  spaces  off-site  at  the  South  Street 
garage,  for  a total  of  1,1 82  spaces.  It  is  assumed  that  publicly  accessible  open  spaces  would  be 
provided  amidst  the  office  buildings.  Possible  future  uses  for  this  hypothetical  development 
scenario  could  include  biotech  uses,  UCSF-related  uses,  or  a wide  variety  of  private  or  public 
uses  that  are  allowed  as  principle  uses  under  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan. 

This  scenario  assumes  that  no  further  CEQA  environmental  review  would  be  required  beyond 
the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  that  no  amendments  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 
or  Design  for  Development  would  be  needed,  although  OCI1  would  make  a final  determination 
as  to  the  need  for  supplemental  CEQA  environmental  review  or  minor  changes  to  Mission  Bay 
planning  documents  on  a project-specific  basis. 

The  No  Project  Alternative  is  rejected  as  infeasible  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Environmental  Impacts:  The  No  Project  Alternative  would  result  in  similar  impacts  to 
those  disclosed  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  would  be  subject  to  all  mitigation  measures 
identified  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  applicable  to  Blocks  29-32.  Many  impacts  of  the  No  Project 
Alternative  would  also  be  similar  to  those  of  the  Project.  This  is  because  many  of  the  impacts 
would  result  from  the  conversion  of  a vacant  parcel  at  this  same  location  to  a fully  developed 
City  block,  regardless  of  the  type  of  the  development,  and  the  same  or  similar  mitigation  or 
improvement  measures  identified  for  the  Project  would  apply  to  the  No  Project  Alternative.  As 
explained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  however,  the  No  Project  Alternative  would  reduce  or  avoid 
numerous  significant  impacts  of  the  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR,  pp.  7-32  to  7-46.)  Overall,  the  No 
Project  Alternative  would  result  in  substantially  less  severe  environmental  impacts  than  the 
Project  but  would  fail  to  meet  the  basic  objectives  of  the  Project,  as  explained  below. 

(b)  Project  Objectives:  This  alternative  would  not  meet,  or  would  substantially  reduce  the 
ability  to  meet,  the  project  objectives  identified  in  the  GSW  FSEIR.  The  No  Project  Alternative 
would  fail  to  achieve  the  primary  objective  of  the  Project  Sponsor  of  constructing  a new  multi- 
purpose event  center  and  home  court  for  the  Golden  State  Warriors  NBA  basketball  team  that 
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can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with 
events  ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3.000-1 8.500  and  expands  opportunities  for  the 
City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business.  Further,  this  alternative  would  not  optimize  or 
provide  public  transit,  pedestrian,  parking,  and  vehicular  and  bicycle  access  to  an  event  center, 
nor  would  it  provide  the  City  with  a 3.000  to  4.000  seat  performing  arts  venue.  Lastly,  because 
the  No  Project  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of  development  at  the  site,  the 
alternative  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the  Project  in  meeting  the  Project  objective 
to  "[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail  uses, 
to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes 
visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use,  provides  amenities 
to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a 
financially  feasible  project."  As  explained  below,  the  reduction  in  development  would  generate 
far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and 
open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure. 

(c)  Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

The  No  Project  Alternative  includes  a substantially  reduced  amount  of  development  compared  to 
the  Project,  which  would  substantially  reduce  the  amount  of  tax  increment  bonds  available  to 
support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water 
quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Specifically,  the  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that 
approximately  1,056,000  gsf  of  commercial/industrial  plus  31.700  gsf  of  retail  uses  would  be 
developed  at  Blocks  29-32,  for  a total  of  1,087.700  gsf.  The  Project,  by  comparison,  includes  a 
total  of  1,955.000  gsf  of  development.  The  property  tax  base,  and  therefore  the  tax  increment 
bonding  capacity,  is  driven  directly  by  the  construction  costs  associated  with  each  project,  as 
well  as  assumptions  about  whether  those  buildings  are  sold  at  market  value,  or  remain  on  the  tax 
rolls  at  construction  value.  As  explained  in  greater  detail  below,  the  OCI1  Commission  finds  that 
reducing  the  intensity  of  development  at  the  site  to  the  levels  proposed  under  the  Reduced 
Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment  bonds  available  to  OCII.  The 
No  Project  Alternative  includes  even  less  development  than  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 
( 1 .087,700  total  gsf  for  the  No  Project  Alternative  compared  to  1 ,548,000  total  gsf  under  the 
Reduced  Intensity  Alternative).  Therefore,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  No  Project 
Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  amount  of  tax  increment  bonds  available  to  support 
the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality, 
and  transportation  infrastructure.  OCII  considers  this  to  be  an  undesirable  policy  outcome,  and 
one  that  (as  mentioned  above)  would  not  be  as  effective  as  the  Project  in  meeting  the  objective  to 
'‘[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to 
create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes 
visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use,  provides  amenities 
to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a 
financially  feasible  project." 
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The  OCII  Commission  rejects  the  No  Project  Alternative  on  each  of  these  grounds 
independently.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  to  be  sufficient  independent 
grounds  for  rejecting  the  No  Project  Alternative  as  infeasible. 

2.  Alternative  B:  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  was  designed  to  reduce  transportation  and  construction- 
related  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  This  alternative  is  identical  to  the  Project 
with  respect  to  the  event  center's  design  and  siting  on  Blocks  29-32.  but  the  mixed  use 
development  of  commercial-industrial-retail  uses  throughout  the  rest  of  the  site  would  be 
reduced  in  scale  by  40  percent.  The  office  uses  would  be  reduced  from  580,000  to  373,000  gsf, 
retail  uses  would  be  reduced  from  125.000  to  75.000  gsf.  and  on-site,  subgrade  parking  reduced 
from  950  to  750  stalls.  The  total  development  would  be  reduced  from  1.955.000  to  1,673.000 
gsf.  or  a reduction  of  282,000  gsf.  Reducing  the  size  of  the  event  center  was  considered,  but  was 
determined  not  to  be  potentially  feasible  due  to  the  current  standards  of  the  NBA  for  professional 
basketball  games,  the  current  market  demand  for  season  tickets,  and  the  likelihood  that  reducing 
the  size  or  scale  of  the  event  center  would  not  avoid  or  lessen  the  significant  and  unavoidable 
transportation-related  impacts. 

In  addition,  there  would  be  only  one  instead  of  two  160-foot-tall  office  towers;  the  tower  at  Third 
and  16th  Streets  would  be  lowered  by  seven  floors,  such  that  the  height  of  this  structure  would  be 
55  feet  instead  of  160  feet.  Retail  uses  would  be  reduced  across  the  project  site,  with  5,000  gsf 
less  at  the  South  Street  podium,  5,000  gsf  less  at  the  Gatehouse,  1 1,000  gsf  less  at  the  16th  Street 
podium,  and  29,000  gsf  less  at  the  food  hall  complex  at  South  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois 
Boulevard.  Like  the  Project,  the  same  gatehouse  would  be  located  mid-block  along  Third  Street, 
and  vehicle  access  would  be  from  South  and  16th  Streets.  The  area  of  open  space  would  be  the 
same  as  that  for  the  Project  (i.e.  3.2  acres). 

Operations  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  be  essentially  the  same  as  that  for  the 
Project.  The  event  center  operations  would  be  identical,  as  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR, 

Chapter  3,  Table  3-3.  Operations  of  the  office  and  retail  uses  would  be  expected  to  be  the  same 
as  for  the  Project,  though  reduced  in  scale  commensurate  with  the  reduced  gross  square  footage 
of  uses.  For  the  purposes  of  this  alternatives  analysis,  it  is  assumed  that  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  would  incorporate  the  same  design  standards,  infrastructure  improvements,  and 
transportation  management  planning  assumptions  as  those  under  the  Project. 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  is  rejected  as  infeasible  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Environmental  Impacts: 

Impacts  of  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  be  similar  to  those  of  the  Project  with 
respect  to  nearly  all  resource  areas.  This  is  because  many  of  the  impacts  would  result  from  the 
development  of  a vacant  parcel  with  an  event  center  and  mixed-use  development,  regardless  of 
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the  size  of  the  mixed-use  development.  And  in  all  cases,  the  same  mitigation  or  improvement 
measures  identified  for  the  Project  would  apply  to  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative. 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  not  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  any  of  the  significant 
and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  Nor  would  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  result  in  any  changes  to  the  significance  determinations  identified  for  the  Project,  and 
all  mitigation  measures  would  apply  to  this  alternative.  However,  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  would  have  similar  but  slightly  less  severe  significant  impacts  than  the  Project  (i.e., 
the  significance  determination  would  be  the  same  but  the  severity,  magnitude  and/or  frequency 
of  the  impact  would  be  notably  less)  with  respect  several  resource  areas,  as  explained  in  the 
GSW  DSE1R.  (GSW  DSEIR,  pp.  7-66  to  7-67.)  Overall,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 
would  not  provide  substantial  environmental  benefits  in  comparison  to  the  Project. 

(b)  Project  Objectives: 

This  alternative  would  not  meet,  or  would  substantially  reduce  the  ability  to  meet,  the  project 
objectives  identified  in  the  GSW  SEIR.  Because  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would 
include  an  event  center  identical  to  the  Project,  this  alternative  would  meet  the  project  objectives 
related  to  providing  a venue  for  sporting  events,  entertainment,  and  convention  purposes. 
However,  because  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of 
office  development  at  the  site,  the  alternative  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the 
Project  in  meeting  the  Project  objective  to  "[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use 
development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving 
destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the 
event  center  is  not  in  use.  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the 
surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project."  As  explained  below, 
the  reduction  in  office  space  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes 
such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 


(c)  Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  jeopardize  the  economic  feasibility  of  the 
Project  and  would  reduce  the  economic  benefits  the  Project  will  provide  for  the  Mission  Bay 
area,  as  well  as  the  entire  City.  The  components  of  the  Project  other  than  the  event  center,  such 
as  the  office  buildings  and  retail  component,  are  critical  to  the  Project's  overall  economic  model. 
The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the  overall  size  of  the  Project  by  reducing  the 
non-event  center  components;  the  retail  component  of  the  Project  would  be  reduced  from 
125,000  square  feet  to  75,000  and  the  non-GSW  office  component  from  580.000  to  373,000,  for 
a total  reduction  of  282.000  square  feet.  In  addition,  the  on-site  parking  garage  would  be 
reduced  from  950  to  750  spaces.  The  retail  programming  for  the  Project  is  necessary  to  provide 
an  active  and  lively  visitor-serving  destination,  and  a sufficiently  sized  amount  of  retail  is 
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necessary  to  ensure  the  attractiveness  of  the  event  center  to  prospective  patrons.  However, 
supporting  the  retail  tenants  on  non-event  days  is  an  important  factor  in  attracting  and 
maintaining  a vibrant  retail  tenant  base.  As  a result,  the  office  components  of  the  Project  will 
afford  the  retail  proprietors  the  benefit  of  an  on-site  population  of  potential  customers,  even  on 
days  when  the  Event  Center  is  not  active.  Thus,  the  significant  reduction  in  the  office 
component  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  necessarily  result  in  a reduced 
potential  customer  base,  thereby  increasing  the  potential  risk  of  any  prospective  retail  tenant/ 
Consequently,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  not  be  as  effective  as  the  Project  in 
meeting  the  objective  to  “[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including 
office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active 
year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use.  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood, 
and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project.” 

Furthermore,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment 
bonds  available  to  OCII  to  support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space, 
and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Compared  with  the  Project, 
the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  lead  to  a reduction  over  the  next  25  years  of 
approximately  $45  million  ($1 1 .7  million  to  the  normal  taxing  entities,  $9  million  to  affordable 
housing,  and  $24.3  million  to  parks  and  open  space  and  infrastructure).5 6 

It  is  anticipated  that,  because  of  immediate  needs  and  contractual  obligations,  OCII  will  issue 
bonds  against  certain  of  these  revenues  to  provide  immediately  available  funds  to  advance  goals 
around  affordable  housing  and  infrastructure,  especially  important  in  a growing  community  like 
Mission  Bay.  The  potential  financial  consequences  of  going  forward  with  the  Reduced  Density 
Alternative  can  be  determined  through  a series  of  typical  bonding  assumptions  (i.e.,  a 5%  interest 
rate,  25  year  amortization,  full  utilization  of  all  revenue  for  debt  service  because  debt  service 
coverage  is  provided  by  ABI290  subordination,  and  reserves  and  issuance  costs  of 
approximately  8%).  Applying  these  assumptions  to  the  revenue  from  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  results  in  net  proceeds  from  tax  increment  bonds  sales  being  lowered  by 
approximately  $13.49  million  ($3.64  million  for  affordable  housing  and  $9.85  million  for  parks 
and  open  space  and  infrastructure)  compared  with  what  would  occur  under  the  Project.  In 
addition,  due  to  the  2%  annual  growth  (which  is  not  used  for  debt  service),  another 

5 GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015;  Attachment  - Golden  State 
Warriors,  LLC,  Jennifer  Cabalquinto,  Memorandum.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015. 

6 GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015;  Attachment  - Mission  Bay 
Development  Group,  Seth  Hamalian,  Letter  to  Clarke  Miller,  Re:  Relative  difference  in  property 
tax  base  and  tax  increment  bonding  capacity  between  the  proposed  project  and  a lower  density 
alternative,  October  13,  2015. 
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approximately  $7.3  million  of  direct  increment  ($2  million  for  affordable  housing  and  $5.3 
million  for  parks  and  open  space  and  infrastructure)  would  also  be  lost  compared  with  what 
would  occur  under  the  Project.  These  amounts  of  money  foregone  under  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  represents  a conservative  assessment  and  the  actual  amount  of  lost  revenue  would 
likely  be  much  greater.7  Thus,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that,  compared  to  the  Project,  the 
Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment  bonds  available  to 
OCII  to  support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space  and  critical  utility, 
water  quality  and  transportation  infrastructure  in  the  Mission  Bay  area.  OCII  considers  this  to  be 
an  undesirable  policy  outcome,  and  one  that  (as  mentioned  above)  would  not  be  as  effective  as 
the  Project  in  meeting  the  objective  to  “[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use 
development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving 
destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the 
event  center  is  not  in  use.  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the 
surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project.” 

Further,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the  ability  to  meet  the  long-term 
planning  objectives  for  the  Mission  Bay  area.  As  explained  above,  the  Project  will  increase  the 
diversity  of  uses  in  the  area,  contribute  towards  creating  an  attractive  and  interesting  urban 
environment,  and  reduce  the  need  for  Plan  Area  residents  and  employees  to  drive  to  reach  retail, 
food,  and  recreation  resources.  There  are  few  existing  retail  and  restaurant  uses  within  the  Plan 
Area;  by  including  those  uses,  the  Project  would  contribute  vitality  to  Mission  Bay's  street  life 
and  activate  its  pedestrian  realms,  which  would  generally  benefit  Mission  Bay  including  the 
employees,  students,  and  visitors  that  use  the  UCSF  campus.  The  retail  and  office  uses  included 
in  the  Project  would  also  draw  many  more  members  of  the  public  to  the  Plan  Area,  allowing  a 
greater  number  of  people  to  experience  and  enjoy  the  Bay,  the  shoreline  parks  and  the  Mission 
Bay  open  space.  Compared  to  the  Project,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the 
ability  to  meet  these  redevelopment  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan. 

The  OCII  Commission  rejects  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  on  each  of  these  grounds 
independently.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  to  be  sufficient  independent 
grounds  for  rejecting  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  as  infeasible. 

3.  Alternative  C:  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330 

The  Project  Sponsor  previously  proposed  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center,  event  hall, 
public  open  space,  maritime  uses,  fire  station,  a parking  facility,  and  visitor-serving  retail  and 
restaurant  uses  on  Piers  30-32  along  the  San  Francisco  waterfront,  south  of  the  Bay  Bridge,  in 

7 GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015;  Attachment  - Mission  Bay 
Development  Group,  Seth  Flamalian,  Letter  to  Clarke  Miller.  Re:  Relative  difference  in  property 
tax  base  and  tax  increment  bonding  capacity  between  the  proposed  project  and  a lower  density 
alternative.  October  13,  2015. 
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conjunction  with  a residential  and  hotel  mixed-use  development  across  The  Embarcadero  on 
Seawall  Lot  330.  As  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR,  this  alternative  would  be  essentially  the  same 
as  that  previous  proposal,  although  without  the  formerly  proposed  fire  station,  since  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department  has  proceeded  with  a different  plan  for  upgrading  its  waterfront 
facilities. 

Site  Description 

Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  are  located  along  The  Embarcadero,  between  Bryant  Street  and 
Brannan  Street,  just  south  of  the  Bay  Bridge,  and  within  the  jurisdictional  boundary  of  the  Port 
of  San  Francisco  (“Port”).  Piers  30-32  is  an  approximately  12.7-acre  rectangular-shaped  concrete 
pier  structure  that  extends  east  from  the  bulkhead  wharf  into  the  San  Francisco  Bay.  With  the 
exception  of  Red's  Java  House,  located  on  the  northwest  corner  of  the  piers.  Piers  30-32  have  no 
existing  on-deck  structures  and  are  used  for  surface  parking  and  an  occasional  berthing  location 
for  cruise  ships  and  other  large  vessels.  Substantial  areas  of  Piers  30-32  are  in  poor  structural 
condition  and  can  no  longer  safely  support  heavy  loads  such  as  trucks  or  large  crowds.  Seawall 
Lot  330  is  an  approximately  2.3-acre  paved  inland  site,  located  directly  across  The  Embarcadero 
from  Piers  30-32,  and  currently  operates  as  a surface  parking  lot.  The  site  is  within  the  City's 
Rincon  Point-South  Beach  neighborhood  adjacent  to  several  existing  residential  uses.  Piers  30- 
32  are  within  an  area  subject  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation  and  Development 
Commission  (“BCDC”)  San  Francisco  Waterfront  Special  Area  Plan.  In  addition,  Piers  30-32  are 
within  the  purview  of  the  State  Lands  Commission  as  part  of  its  stewardship  of  state-owned 
lands,  waterways,  and  resources  and  subject  to  public  trust  considerations  under  the  Burton  Act. 

Alternative  Description 

This  alternative  assumes  the  same  design  and  programming  as  the  Project  Sponsor’s  previously- 
proposed  project  at  this  location,  with  the  only  exception  being  the  removal  of  the  fire  house  and 
associated  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  facilities.  The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and 
Seawall  Lot  330  would  have  an  event  center  on  Piers  30-32  with  the  same  basketball  seating 
capacity  as  the  Project  (1 8.064  seats),  totaling  694,944  gsf  (including  the  GSW  offices),  plus  an 
event  hall  covering  25,946  gsf.  Also  located  on  Piers  30-32,  this  off-site  alternative  would 
include  about  90,000  gsf  of  retail/restaurant  uses,  13,172  gsf  for  services,  about  252,554  gsf  for 
parking  and  loading,  and  1.820  gsf  for  Red's  Java  House,  for  a total  building  area  of  about 
1,078,436  gsf.  The  height  of  the  event  center  would  be  128  feet  high,  with  seven  arena  levels, 
height  of  the  retail  buildings  32  to  58  feet,  with  1 to  3 levels,  and  the  parking  would  be  31  feet 
high,  with  3 levels.  Red's  Java  House  would  be  relocated  from  its  current  location  in  the 
northwest  corner  of  Piers  30-32  to  near  the  southwest  corner,  and  relocation  would  be  conducted 
consistent  with  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  Building  Code  requirements  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior's  Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic  Properties.  Other  proposed  facilities  on  Piers 
30-32  would  include  a water  taxi  dock,  a "dolphin”  berthing  structure,  and  over  seven  acres  of 
public  open  space  on  Piers  30-32.  There  would  be  500  parking  spaces  at  Piers  30-32.  Vehicular 
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access  would  be  at  one  midblock  access  point  on  The  Embarcadero.  between  Bryant  and 
Brannan  Streets.  Maritime  uses  include  a water  taxi  dock  on  the  north  side  and  berthing  for  deep 
water  vessels  on  the  east  side. 

Seawall  Lot  330  would  be  developed  with  a combination  of  residential,  hotel,  and  retail  uses 
(including  restaurants  and  parking)  and  would  be  designed  to  architecturally  connect  to  the 
development  at  Piers  30-32.  A total  of  534.890  gsf  of  building  development  is  proposed  at 
Seawall  Lot  330,  consisting  of  208.844  gsf  of  residential,  1 78,406  gsf  of  hotel,  29.854  gsf  of 
retail,  106,339  gsf  parking,  and  1 1,447  gsf  of  shared  support  areas.  The  development  would 
include  a four-story  building  (ground  level  plus  three  podium  levels  containing  a combination  of 
retail,  residential,  hotel  and  parking  uses)  above  which  a 13-story  residential  tower  would  be 
developed  in  the  south  portion  of  the  site  (i.e.,  17  stories  total)  and  a 7-story  hotel  tower  in  the 
north  portion  of  the  site.  The  tallest  structure  on  Seawall  Lot  330  would  be  the  proposed 
residential  tower,  which  would  measure  approximately  175  feet  at  its  building  rooftop.  The  hotel 
would  consist  of  two  building  wings  connected  by  a multi-level  glass  bridge,  approximately  105 
feet  in  height.  The  podium  building  would  vary  in  height,  ranging  from  20  to  50  feet  depending 
on  location,  and  would  incorporate  rooftop  open  space  areas.  The  Seawall  Lot  330  development 
would  contain  multiple  ground-level  vehicular  and  pedestrian/bicycle  access  points  to  the  site, 
and  a pedestrian/bicycle  pathway  through  the  development  connecting  Main  Street  and  The 
Embarcadero.  A total  of  259  vehicle  parking  spaces  are  proposed  on  Seawall  Lot  330. 

Operations  under  this  alternative  are  assumed  to  be  essentially  the  same  as  those  of  the  Project  at 
Mission  Bay,  with  the  same  year-round  schedule  and  types  of  events  at  the  event  center,  and 
typical  operational  schedules  for  the  hotel,  residential,  and  retail  uses. 

Construction  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  require 
approximately  32  months  for  the  entire  development,  about  6 months  longer  than  the 
construction  schedule  for  the  Project.  Unlike  the  Project,  extensive  in-water  construction 
activities  would  be  required  in  the  vicinity  of  Piers  30-32  due  to  the  seismic  and  structural 
upgrades  to  the  pier  structure  that  would  be  required.  At  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Piers  30-32, 
construction  activities  would  include:  demolition  of  portions  of  the  existing  Piers  30-32  pier 
deck:  removal  and/or  disconnection  of  existing  pier  piles;  installation  of  new  pier  piles  and 
reconstruction  of  the  pier  deck;  dredging  within  a portion  of  the  Pier  28-30  open  water  area; 
strengthening  of  the  seawall  and  sections  of  the  bulkhead  w harf  adjacent  to  Piers  30-32  along 
The  Embarcadero  promenade;  construction  of  all  above-deck  Piers  30-32  development, 
including  foundations,  event  center  structure,  retail  buildings,  parking  and  loading  structure,  and 
open  space  features;  installation  of  associated  on-site  utilities;  interior  finishing,  exterior 
hardscaping  and  landscaping  improvements;  installation  of  floating  dock  facilities  along  the 
north  side  of  Piers  30-32;  and  installation  of  frontage  improvements  along  The  Embarcadero. 

At  Seawall  Lot  330,  construction  activities  would  include:  site  demolition,  clearing  and 
excavation;  pile  installation  and  foundation  construction;  construction  of  all  proposed  Seawall 
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Lot  330  development,  including  podium  structure  and  residential  and  hotel  towers;  installation  of 
associated  on-site  utilities;  interior  finishing;  exterior  hardscaping  and  landscaping 
improvements;  and  installation  of  frontage  improvements  along  The  Embarcadero  and  Bryant 
and  Beale  Streets. 

This  alternative  would  require  numerous  federal  and  state  permits  and  approvals,  including 
approvals  from  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Services,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  California  State  Lands  Commission,  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation 
and  Development  Commission,  and  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife.  Local  approvals 
would  be  required  from  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission,  San  Francisco  Port 
Commission,  and  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  as  well  as  the  San  Francisco  voters. 

It  should  be  noted  that  this  alternative  includes  a mix  of  uses  different  than  that  of  the  Project, 
including  new  residential  and  hotel  uses  and  substantially  fewer  office  uses.  Because  of  these 
differences,  this  alternative  would  result  in  impacts  that  would  not  occur  for  the  Project, 
particularly  due  to  the  residential  uses.  However,  the  program  for  this  alternative  is  based  on  the 
previous  proposal  by  the  Project  Sponsor  for  this  site,  and  was  determined  to  be  the  most  viable 
mix  of  uses  for  this  site  at  the  time  it  was  under  active  consideration. 

Under  the  Off-site  Alternative,  development  at  Blocks  29-32  at  Mission  Bay  would  not  be 
precluded.  Development  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  could  occur  concurrently  with  development 
of  Blocks  29-32  per  the  Mission  Bay  Plan,  potentially  contributing  to  localized  impacts  at  both 
sites. 

The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  is  rejected  for  the  following  reasons: 
(a)  Environmental  Impacts: 

The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  avoid  or  lessen  some  of  the 
impacts  of  the  Project  identified  in  the  GSW  FSE1R,  but  it  would  also  result  in  different 
significant  impacts  — including  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  — that  would  not  occur 
under  the  Project. 

The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  slightly  more  severe  impacts  than  were  identified  for  the 
Project  (i.e.,  impact  determination  would  change  from  LS  to  LSM  and  would  require 
implementation  of  additional  mitigation  measures  not  required  for  the  Project)  with  respect  to: 

• Construction  water  quality  impacts  (Impact  would  change  from  LS  to  LSM.  There  would 
be  greater  potential  for  adverse  effects  on  water  quality  to  occur,  as  well  as  more 
complex  mitigation  requirements.) 

• Water  quality  impacts  associated  with  trash  and  littering  (Impact  would  change  from  LS 
to  LSM.) 
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The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  substantially  more  severe  significant  impacts  than  were 
identified  for  the  Project  (i.e..  impact  determination  would  change  from  LS  or  LSM  to  SU  or 
SUM  and  would  require  implementation  of  additional  and/or  different  mitigation  measures  not 
required  for  the  Project)  with  respect  to: 

• Construction  noise  levels  substantially  higher  than  ambient  levels,  exceeding  Federal 
Transit  Administration  (“FTA”)  criterion  for  residential  exposure  to  construction.  (Impact 
would  change  from  LS  to  SUM.) 

• Construction  vibration  impacts  exceeding  thresholds  for  human  annoyance  at  nearby 
sensitive  receptors.  (Impact  would  change  from  LS  to  SUM.) 

• Cumulatively  considerable  contribution  to  construction  noise  and  vibration  impacts, 
assuming  other  construction  activities  in  the  vicinity  were  to  overlap  with  the 
construction  activities.  (Impact  would  change  from  LSM  to  SUM.) 

• Exposure  of  sensitive  receptors  to  increased  PMj. 5 concentrations  and  cancer  risk  from 
toxic  air  contaminant  concentrations  during  construction  and  operation  and  associated 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts.  (Impact  would  change  from  LSM  to  SUM.) 

The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  different  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  not 
identified  for  the  Project  (i.e..  new  SU  or  SUM  impact  and  would  require  implementation  of 
different  mitigation  measures  not  required  for  the  Project)  with  respect  to: 

• Traffic  impacts  at  different  intersections  than  those  identified  for  the  Project.  The  number 
of  intersections  with  significant  traffic  impacts  would  increase,  and  these  impacts  would 
occur  under  a greater  number  of  scenarios.  Even  though  the  Off-site  Alternative  would 
generate  fewer  vehicle  trips  than  the  Project,  traffic  impacts  would  be  substantially 
greater  due  to  its  more  central  and  congested  location  closer  to  downtown.  (Impact  would 
be  SUM.) 

• Construction  noise  impacts  on  special-status  fish  and  marine  mammals  (Impact  would  be 
SUM.) 

Overall,  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  avoid  and  lessen 
several  of  the  environmental  impact  identified  for  Project,  but  it  would  also  result  in  new  and 
different  significant  environmental  impacts  that  would  not  occur  under  the  Project. 

(b)  Project  Objectives: 

As  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  objectives  for  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  at  Blocks  29-32  are  intended  to  be  consistent  with  the  overall  objectives  of  the 
Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR.  pp.  3-4  - 3-5.)  Development  at  Piers  30-32 
and  Seawall  Lot  330  as  proposed  in  the  Off-Site  Alternative  would  not  achieve  any  of  the 
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redevelopment  objectives  identified  for  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan,  which  are 
described  above  in  Section  V.A.  However,  since  it  is  assumed  that  an  alternative  development 
would  occur  at  Blocks  29-32,  it  is  assumed  such  development  would  achieve  at  least  some  of  the 
redevelopment  objectives  identified  for  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan.  As 
discussed  in  the  context  of  the  No  Project  Alternative  above,  it  is  also  reasonable  to  assume  that 
such  an  alternative  development  on  Blocks  29-32  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of 
development  at  the  site  as  compared  to  the  Project,  and,  as  a result,  would  be  substantially  less 
effective  than  the  Project  in  meeting  the  redevelopment  objectives  relating  to  economic  growth 
because  the  reduction  in  development  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for 
purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water 
quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Therefore,  the  OC11  Commission  finds  that  this 
alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  ability  to  meet  the  project  objectives  within  the  context 
of  the  overall  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan. 

(c)  Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

There  are  numerous  uncertainties  with  regard  to  the  acquisition  of  all  the  necessary  permits  and 
approvals  required  for  the  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  site,  including  permits  from  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  State  Lands  Commission,  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation  and 
Development  Commission  ("BCDC”).  Port  of  San  Francisco,  and  voter  approval  under 
Proposition  B. 

Piers  30-32  and  SWL  Lot  330  are  both  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Port  or  San  Francisco.  The 
current  height  limits  (which  are  unchanged  from  2012)  for  those  sites  are  40  feet  and  65-105, 
respectively.  Proposition  B,  passed  by  the  voters  in  2014,  requires  that  any  height  increase  on 
property  within  the  Port’s  jurisdiction  from  the  height  limit  that  existed  in  June  of  2014  must  go 
to  the  San  Francisco  voters  for  approval.  Consequently,  in  order  for  the  proposed  project  to 
proceed  at  those  locations,  the  first  step  in  the  entitlement  process  would  be  to  seek  and  obtain  a 
height  reclassification  of  the  sites  at  the  ballot.  Taking  a height  reclassification  to  the  ballot 
requires  the  Project  Sponsor  wait  until  the  next  election,  and  in  advance  of  that  expend 
significant  sums  to  draft  the  ballot  measure,  collect  signatures  to  place  it  on  the  ballot,  and 
campaign  for  its  approval. 

After  completing  the  height  reclassification  process  (if  successful),  the  project  would  then 
commence  seeking  project  approvals,  which  would  require  analysis  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  as  well  as  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (“NEPA”)  because 
the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (a  federal  agency)  has  certain  permitting  authority  over  the  piers. 
The  work  required  to  retrofit  the  existing  piers,  which  are  in  poor  condition,  would  be  extremely 
expensive,  costing  over  an  estimated  $120  million,  and  would  entail  in-water  work  requiring 

s GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015. 
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certain  mitigation  measures  to  protect  biological  resources.  Under  the  Burton  Act.  a state  law 
that  governs  the  Port's  authority,  the  Port  could  not  enter  into  a lease  of  more  than  66  years  in 
length;  thus,  the  maximum  term  the  arena  could  be  leased  would  be  66  years.  As  a consequence, 
the  extremely  high  costs  of  retrofitting  the  Piers  in  order  to  allow  arena  construction  could  only 
be  amortized  over  a relatively  short  period  of  time,  making  the  recovery  of  the  capital  costs  of 
the  project  financially  infeasible  for  the  Project  Sponsor.  In  addition,  the  mitigation  measures 
required  to  protect  biological  resources  would  likely  include  limiting  the  months  in  which 
construction  can  occur,  particularly  in-water  work  in  order  to  protect  the  resources.  These 
mitigations  serve  to  increase  the  construction  times  and  risk.4 * * * 

Finally,  the  time  entailed  in  pursuing  the  required  two-part  entitlement  process  would  take 
significantly  longer  than  at  a site  not  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Port  or  subject  to  federal 
permitting  for  in-water  construction.  Piers  30-32  are  also  regulated  by  other  state  and  regional 
agencies,  in  addition  to  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers.  The  Project  Sponsor's  lease  at  its 
current  location  at  Oracle  Arena  expires  in  2017  and  the  Project  Sponsor  must  make  a definitive 
decision  about  the  long-term  venue  for  the  team  as  quickly  as  possible  as  a result.10  Presumably, 
the  Project  Sponsor  initially  anticipated  all  of  the  above-described  challenges  could  potentially 
be  overcome  and  the  Event  Center  at  the  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  site  could  have  been 
developed  in  a successful  manner  within  a reasonable  period  of  time.  ( Uphold  Our  Heritage  v. 
Town  ofWoodside  (2007)  147  Cal.App.4th  587,  600  ["No  proponent,  whether  wealthy  or  not.  is 
likely  to  proceed  with  a project  that  will  not  be  economically  successful."].)  However,  as  of 
today,  in  consideration  of  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  Project,  including  the  Project 
Sponsor's  goal  of  constructing  a new  NBA  Arena  in  time  for  the  2018-2019  NBA  season,  the 
OC11  Commission  finds  that  these  uncertainties,  combined  with  other  factors,  make  the 
alternative  infeasible. 

Furthermore,  development  must  occur  within  the  Plan  Area  to  further  any  of  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  are  not 
located  within  the  Plan  Area.  Therefore,  the  Off-Site  Alternative  does  not  further  any  of  the 
Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  Even  if.  as  noted  above,  an 
alternative  mixed  use  development  project  was  assumed  to  be  proposed  and  ultimately  developed 
on  the  project  site  in  the  future  if  the  Off-Site  Alternative  was  selected.  OCII  finds  that  such  an 
alternative  development  on  the  project  site  would  likely  be  substantially  smaller  in  scale  as 
compared  to  the  Project,  and,  as  a result,  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the  Project  in 
meeting  the  redevelopment  objectives  relating  to  economic  growth  because  the  reduction  in 
development  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding 
affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation 


4 GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re;  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 

Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23,  2015. 

10  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 

Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015. 
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infrastructure.  Additionally,  one  of  the  major  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 
redevelopment  objectives  is  to  successfully  complete  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment 
Plan  "in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible.”  Approving  the  Off-Site  Alternative  and 
assuming  an  alternative  development  project  would  be  proposed  on  the  project  site  in  the 
immediate  future  would  not  further  the  goal  to  successfully  complete  the  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan  “in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible.”  Therefore,  the  OC1I 
Commission  finds  that  approval  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  would  not  further  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  The  OCI1  Commission  rejects  the  Off-site 
Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  on  each  of  these  grounds  both  collectively  and 
independently.  The  OCI1  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds 
for  rejecting  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  as  infeasible. 

D.  Alternatives  Considered  but  Rejected  from  Further  Consideration 

Alternative  Locations 

The  DSEIR  explains  that  eleven  additional  alternative  locations  for  the  Project  were  considered 
but  rejected  because  they  either  would  not  achieve  most  of  the  basic  project  objectives,  would 
not  reduce  or  avoid  significant  environmental  Project  impacts,  and/or  do  not  represent  potentially 
feasible  alternatives  for  other  economic,  social,  or  environmental  reasons.  (GSW  DSEIR,  section 
7.5,  pp..  713  through  7-14  and  7-1 10  through  7-1 16.)  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these 
reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  these  alternative  locations  as  infeasible. 

Alternative  Locations  Proposed  After  Publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  after  the  end  of  the  public  comment  period  on 
the  GSW  DSEIR,  a potential  alternative  site  for  the  Project  - near  Pier  80  - proposed  by  a group 
called  the  Mission  Bay  Alliance  (“MBA”),  was  brought  to  light  through  local  media  ("MBA 
Alternative  Site”).  MBA  subsequently  presented  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  to  OCII  in  a comment 
letter  on  October  13,  2015.  which  was  more  than  two  and  one  half  months  after  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  GSW  DSEIR  had  closed.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  an  approximately 
21 -acre  site  bounded  by  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  Islais  Creek  Channel,  and  Interstate  280.  Although 
this  potential  site  was  not  presented  to  OCII  until  late  in  the  environmental  review  process,  it  has 
been  thoroughly  vetted  and  is  not  considered  a feasible  option. 

First,  it  should  be  noted  that  a similar  site  is  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Among  the 
alternative  locations  that  were  considered  for  inclusion  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  but  ultimately 
rejected  was  the  so-called  Pier  80  or  India  Basin  Area,  located  very  close  to  the  newly  proposed 
MBA  Alternative  Site.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  the  reasons  provided  in  the  FSEIR 
for  rejecting  the  Pier  80  or  India  Basin  Site  provides  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  also 
rejecting  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  as  infeasible. 
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In  any  event,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  not  a feasible  option 
for  the  following  additional  reasons. 

The  MBA  Alternative  Site  consists  of  approximately  12  separate  lots  located  across  the  street 
from  Pier  80  in  San  Francisco.  About  half  of  the  parcels  appear  to  be  held  by  3-4  different 
private  parties;  the  other,  larger  lots  are  controlled  by  the  City  and  the  Port  of  San  Francisco.11 
The  SFMTA  currently  operates  a bus  acceptance  facility  at  the  Port  property  located  at  1399 
Marin  Street.  The  SMFTA  owns  the  property  at  1301  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  where  it  operates  and 
is  currently  expanding  its  Islais  Creek  Motor  Coach  Facility.  This  facility  has  been  in  the 
planning  and  acquisition  stages  since  1990  and  once  completed,  will  be  among  the  SFMTA's 
largest  facilities.  Furthermore.  SFMTA  also  recently  began  construction  on  a maintenance  and 
operations  building  at  the  southeast  corner  of  the  site,  which  once  completed,  will  be  used  to 
store  and  service  buses  and  include  administrative  offices  and  a community  meeting  space. 
SFMTA  considers  these  properties  to  be  “critical"  to  its  mission.  The  Project  Sponsor  does  not 
control  or  own  the  publicly  or  privately  owned  sites  and  no  evidence  suggests  it  would  be 
feasible  for  the  Project  Sponsor  to  acquire  such  rights. 

The  parcels  located  across  from  Pier  80  are  zoned  PDR-2  and  have  heights  ranging  from  40  feet 
to  68  feet.  The  PDR-2  zoning  would  not  allow  the  office  buildings.  In  contrast  to  the  allowed 
heights,  the  proposed  Event  Center  would  be  135  feet  in  height  and  the  office  and  retail  buildings 
would  be  160  feet  in  height.  Thus,  the  development  would  not  be  permitted  without  approval  of 
ordinances  rezoning  the  permitted  uses  and  height  limits  in  the  Planning  Code  and  the  Height 
Maps  in  order  to  accommodate  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  office  buildings.  In  the  case  of  the 
Port  property,  any  increase  in  height  limit  would  require  voter  approval  due  to  the  passage  of 
Proposition  B by  the  voters  in  2014,  which  requires  voter  approval  for  any  height  increase  on 
Port  property. 

The  MBA  Alternative  Site  would  not  avoid  significant  impacts  of  the  Project,  and  would  have 
more  severe  transportation,  air  quality,  hydrology  and  water  quality  impacts. 

Access  to  this  location  would  require  a greater  proportion  of  event  attendees  to  travel  by  auto,  as 
local  and  regional  transit  service  in  the  site's  vicinity  is  limited,  and  the  site  is  located  further 
from  locations  accessible  via  bicycle  and  walk  inodes.  The  T Third  light  rail  line  is  the  primary 
Muni  light  rail  route  that  would  serve  the  site.  The  19  Polk  Muni  bus  route,  with  a connection  at 
Evans/Connecticut  Streets,  runs  north  to  Market  Street  and  connects  with  the  Civic  Center 
BART  station,  but  has  limited  service  during  the  weekday  and  Saturday  evening  and  late  evening 
peak  periods.  The  closest  BART  station  is  at  24th  Street  and  Mission  Street,  approximately  two 
miles  to  the  west.  The  closest  Caltrain  station  is  at  22nd  Street,  under  the  1-280  freeway, 
approximately  two-thirds  of  a mile  to  the  north.  It  offers  less  train  service  (fewer  trains  stop 
there)  than  the  Caltrain  station  at  Fourth/King  Streets,  as  it  is  an  intermediate  station,  as  opposed 
to  the  line  terminal  at  Fourth/King  Streets.  Due  to  its  remote  location,  this  site  would  not  meet 


11  Sally  Oerth.  OCII,  and  Chris  Kern,  SF  Planning  Department.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re: 
Proposed  Alternative  at  Pier  80.  October  23.  2015. 
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the  project  objectives  to  locate  the  Event  Center  within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional 
transit  hubs. 

Unlike  the  project  site,  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  located  in  an  Air  Pollution  Exposure  Zone. 

Consequently,  this  site  would  likely  result  in  substantially  more  severe  air  quality  health  risk 

impacts  than  the  Project.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  located  directly  adjacent  to  the  Islais 

Creek  Channel,  and  thus  would  have  a greater  potential  to  result  in  adverse  impacts  on  water 

quality  and  aquatic  resources  due  to  stormwater  runoff  into  the  Bay  during  both  project 

construction  and  operation.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  also  located  within  the  100-year  flood 

zone,  and  accordingly,  locating  the  project  here  would  expose  people  and  structures  to  a greater 

risk  of  loss,  injury  or  death  due  to  flooding  than  the  proposed  location  outside  of  the  100-year 

flood  zone.  Moreover,  because  it  is  directly  adjacent  to  the  Islais  Creek  Channel  and  is  at  a low 

elevation  relative  to  sea  level,  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  would  be  more  vulnerable  to  flooding  in 

..12 

the  future  due  to  sea  level  rise  and  is  more  vulnerable  to  tsunami  risk  than  the  project  site. 

In  consideration  of  SFMTA's  active  and  expanding  use  and  development  on  a portion  of  the 
MBA  Alternative  Site,  the  number  of  private  lots  included  as  part  of  the  site  (none  of  which  are 
owned  or  in  the  control  of  the  Project  Proponent),  and  the  other  considerations  discussed  above, 
the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  could  not  be  assembled  in  a 
successful  manner  within  a reasonable  period  of  time  taking  into  account  existing  development 
on  the  site  as  well  as  economic,  legal,  and  environmental  factors.  The  OCII  Commission  finds 
each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  this  alternative  location. 

Alternative  Concepts,  Designs,  and  Strategies 

In  developing  the  alternatives  selected  for  detailed  analysis  in  the  GSW  DSEIR,  and  throughout 
the  environmental  review  process,  OCII,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Planning  Department, 
considered  additional  alternative  concepts,  designs,  and  strategies  that  could  potentially  avoid  or 
lessen  the  Project's  environmental  impacts.  In  some  cases,  the  alternative  concepts  were 
incorporated  into  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  analyzed  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  or  into  the 
mitigation  measures  proposed  for  the  Project.  In  other  cases,  however,  alternative  concepts  were 
determined  to  either  be  infeasible  or  to  result  in  the  same  or  more  severe  environmental  impacts 
compared  to  those  of  the  Project,  and  therefore  were  not  included  in  the  range  of  alternatives 
carried  forward  for  full  analysis.  The  reasons  the  alternative  concepts,  designs,  and  strategies  are 
rejected  are  described  below. 

Alternative  Strategy  to  Reduce  Size/Scale  of  the  Event  Center 

The  size  and  scale  of  the  event  center  is  currently  designed  to  meet  the  primary  objective  of 
meeting  the  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  and  specifically  for  use  as  the  home  court  for 
the  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  team.  The  capacity  of  18,064  seats  is  over  1,000  fewer 

' Sally  Oerth,  OCII.  and  Chris  Kern,  SF  Planning  Department,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re: 
Proposed  Alternative  at  Pier  80,  October  23,  2015. 
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seats  than  the  average  capacity  of  all  current  NBA  facilities.  The  1 8.064-seat  capacity  is  also 
well  below  the  capacity  of  the  Warriors"  current  home  court  at  the  Oracle  Arena  in  Oakland.1  ’ 
However,  while  the  event  center  is  designed  to  meet  the  specific  needs  for  NBA  basketball 
games,  it  is  also  designed  on  balance  to  achieve  the  overall  project  objectives  of  providing  a 
year-round  venue  for  a variety  of  sporting  events,  entertainment,  and  convention  purposes  that 
promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency,  greenhouse  gas  reduction,  and 
job  creation. 

The  18.064-seat  capacity  will  be  the  fifth  lowest  capacity  in  the  NBA.  despite  the  high  current 
market  demand  for  season  tickets.  Currently,  the  Warriors  have  14.500  season  ticket  holders  and 
there  are  over  17,000  people  on  the  waiting  list  for  season  tickets.  Therefore,  the  Project  Sponsor 
has  indicated  that  reducing  the  capacity  of  the  event  center  below  1 8.064  is  not  feasible  due  to  its 
already  small  size  relative  to  other  NBA  facilities  and  the  overwhelming  market  demand  for 
season  tickets.14 

A reduced  size  event  center  would  also  not  meet  the  project  objective  of  constructing  an  event 
center  that  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention 
purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3.000-1 8.500.  and  expands 
opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

The  viability  of  attracting  top  entertainment  events,  including  large  touring  shows,  is  influenced 
primarily  by  the  buildings"  gross  potential  and  secondarily  by  the  venues"  ability  to  support  large 
event  requirements/logistics  such  as  rigging,  space  requirements,  power,  data,  lighting  and 
sound.  Today's  concerts  typically  tour  with  12  to  24  tractor-trailers  of  equipment,  requiring  a 
venue  that  not  only  has  the  infrastructure  to  mount  a 200,000  lb  show  but  is  able  to  compete 
economically  with  other  markets  to  attract  these  type  of  events  to  the  market.  The  business 
model  for  these  events  is  impacted  dramatically  by  potential  attendance,  and  therefore,  most 
large-scale  entertainment  events  could  not  occur  at  the  event  center  if  the  capacity  is  reduced 
below  1 8.500.  Therefore,  reducing  the  capacity  of  the  event  center  below  1 8.500  would  deprive 
City  residents  the  opportunity  to  attend  these  types  of  events  in  the  City  and  would  substantially 
reduce  opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business.1^ 

Moreover,  the  City  of  San  Francisco  currently  lacks  a public  venue  that  can  compete  for  "arena” 
type  entertainment  attractions.  The  lack  of  a state-of-the-art  arena  venue  in  the  City  prevents  top 


13  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015 

14  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  20 1 5 

b GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015:  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23.  2015. 
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domestic  and  international  music  tours,  political  conventions,  major  award  shows,  athletic 
tournaments,  family  shows  and  a variety  of  other  entertainment  and  sporting  events  from  taking 
place  in  San  Francisco.  The  existing  venues  in  San  Francisco  cannot  support  these  needs  and,  as 
a result,  over  a hundred  of  the  top  tours  and  attractions  are  currently  unable  to  perform  in  the 
City.  And  there  is  currently  a high  market  demand  for  these  types  of  events  in  the  City.  The 
market  demand  for  such  attractions  in  San  Francisco  is  demonstrated  by  the  high  demand  for 
similar  venues  on  the  Peninsula,  such  as  Levi's  stadium,  the  Shoreline  Amphitheatre  and  H P 
Pavilion,  as  well  as  the  existing  Oracle  Arena. 16 

Furthermore,  as  described  above,  most  of  the  event  center-related  impacts  could  be  mitigated 
with  the  adopted  mitigation  measures,  and  it  is  unlikely  that  reducing  the  size/scale  of  the  event 
center  could  effectively  or  substantially  lessen  the  Project's  significant  transportation-related 
impacts. 

Detailed  traffic  modeling  of  a smaller  event  center  has  not  been  performed.  For  this  reason,  it  is 
not  possible  to  determine  exactly  how  small  the  event  center  would  need  to  be  in  order  to  avoid 
some  or  all  of  the  Project's  significant  and  unavoidable  traffic  impacts.  Based  on  the  modeling 
that  has  been  performed,  however,  a smaller  event  center  could  potentially  result  in  significant 
impacts  at  fewer  intersections;  but,  as  indicated  by  the  modeling  conducted  for  the  No  Event 
scenario,  even  a substantially  smaller  Event  Center  would  result  in  significant  and  unavoidable 
traffic  impacts  including  at  the  intersection  of  16th/Seventh/Mississippi  Streets.  Thus,  even  a 
substantially  smaller  event  center  than  the  1 8.500-seat  event  center  would  still  have  significant 
and  unavoidable  traffic  impacts,  would  not  meet  NBA  standards  for  an  arena,  and  would  not 
meet  the  basic  project  objectives.  As  a result,  this  alternative  strategy  would  not  effectively 
avoid  or  substantially  lessen  transportation-related  impacts.  Thus,  reducing  the  size  and  scale  of 
the  event  center  was  screened  from  further  consideration  for  detailed  alternatives  analysis.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  reducing  the  size  of  Project  features  other  than  the  event  center 
were  included  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative,  which  is  analyzed  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

The  OC1I  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting 
this  alternative  strategy. 

Alternative  Strategy  to  Reduce  Number  of  Events  at  the  Event  Center  that  Would  Overlap  with 
SF  Giants  Games  at  AT&T  Park. 

As  explained  in  the  GSW  FSEIR,  it  is  estimated  that  there  would  be  a potential  for  about  32 
overlapping  events  per  year,  but  in  rare  circumstances  there  could  be  as  many  as  40  events  (with 
varying  combined  total  attendance)  in  one  year.  These  estimates  are  based  on  the  following 


16  GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  20 1 5;  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins. 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23,  2015. 
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assumptions,  which  are  conservative  because  they  rely  on  current  scheduling  information  and  do 
not  account  for  any  advanced  coordination  between  the  SF  Giants  and  the  Golden  State 
Warriors,  or  internal  schedule  coordination  at  the  event  center: 

• Overlap  with  Golden  State  Warriors  games.  The  regular  NBA  (late  October  through  mid- 
April)  and  regular  baseball  seasons  (April  through  September)  overlap  slightly  in  the  first 
half  of  April,  and  for  both  teams,  only  half  of  the  games  are  home  games.  Conservatively, 
about  2 games  per  year  could  overlap  during  the  regular  season.  If  either  or  both  of  the 
Warriors  and  SF  Giants  were  to  move  on  to  the  post  season,  there  would  be  increased 
likelihood  of  overlapping  events,  with  up  to  approximately  five  additional  overlapping 
events  if  both  teams  were  to  advance  to  their  respective  championship  final  series  in  the 
same  year. 

• Overlap  with  concerts.  As  indicated  in  Chapter  3.  Project  Description.  Table  3-3,  the 
major  concert  season  is  fall,  winter,  and  early  spring.  Thus,  of  the  45  yearly  concerts, 
about  20  could  overlap  with  the  regular  baseball  season,  but  at  most,  only  half  of  these 
(10)  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  same  day  as  a SF  Giants  home  game. 

• Overlap  with  family  shows.  As  indicated  in  Chapter  3.  Project  Description.  Table  3-3,  the 
approximate  55  family  shows  would  be  distributed  throughout  the  year  on  Wednesday 
through  Sunday.  Since  the  SF  Giants  play  for  six  months  of  the  year  during  the  regular 
season,  it  is  assumed  that  half  of  the  family  shows  (27)  would  occur  during  the  baseball 
season  (April  through  September),  but  the  SF  Giants  only  play  home  games  at  AT&T 
Park  for  half  of  that  time,  leaving  14  days  of  possible  overlap.  Flowever.  the  SF  Giants 
also  play  games  on  Monday  and  Tuesday  when  there  would  be  no  family  shows.  So 
about  10  of  the  family  shows  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  same  day  as  a SF  Giants  home 
game. 

• Overlap  with  other  non-Golden  State  Warriors  sporting  events.  Of  the  approximate  30 
other  non-Golden  State  Warriors  sporting  events  that  would  be  held  at  the  event  center,  it 
is  assumed  that  half  could  occur  during  baseball  season,  and  half  of  those  could  overlap 
with  SF  Giants  home  games,  or  about  7 events. 

• Overlap  with  conventions/corporate  events.  Of  the  approximate  3 1 conventions  or 
corporate  events,  it  is  assumed  that  half  could  occur  during  baseball  season,  and  half  of 
those  could  overlap  with  SF  Giants  home  games.  However,  these  events  would  almost 
exclusively  be  during  the  day,  and  only  about  35  percent  of  the  SF  Giants  games  are  day 
games:  this  indicates  the  potential  for  an  estimated  3 overlapping  events. 

Based  on  league  schedules  and  concert  scheduling  as  described  in  the  GSW  FSEIR.  it  is 
anticipated  that  in  a regular  year,  on  average,  there  is  a possibility  of  about  nine  large  events 
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(about  1 2,500  or  more  attendees)  at  the  event  center  overlapping  with  a SF  Giants  evening  game 
at  AT&T  Park  (i.e.,  two  basketball  games  and  seven  concerts)  annually.  If  either  or  both  teams 
make  it  to  their  respective  championships,  the  number  of  large  events  overlapping  could 
moderately  increase;  however,  it  is  unlikely  that  this  scenario  would  occur  on  a regular  basis. 

The  OCII  Commission  has  considered  whether  there  are  feasible  strategies  to  further  reduce  the 
number  of  events  at  the  event  center  that  would  overlap  with  SF  Giants  games  at  AT&T  Park  in 
an  effort  to  reduce  potential  environmental  impacts.  For  the  following  reasons,  however,  the 
OCII  Commission  finds  that  it  is  not  feasible  to  reduce  the  number  of  overlapping  events. 

First,  the  NBA  schedule,  and  therefore,  the  Warriors  schedule  is  beyond  the  Project  Sponsor's 
and  OCU's  control.  Similarly,  the  Major  League  Baseball  ("MLB")  schedule,  and  therefore,  the 
SF  Giants  schedule  is  also  beyond  the  Project  Sponsor's  and  OCU's  control.  In  other  words, 
because  neither  the  lead  agency  or  responsible  agencies  nor  the  Project  Sponsor  has  any  control 
over  MLB  or  NBA  schedules,  it  is  not  possible  to  reduce  the  number  of  Warriors  basketball 
games  that  overlap  with  SF  Giants  baseball  games  at  AT&T  Park. 

Second,  there  is  no  feasible  strategy  to  reduce  the  number  of  concerts,  family  shows,  or 
conventions/corporate  events  at  the  event  center  that  would  overlap  with  SF  Giants  Gaines  at 
AT&T  Park.  The  financial  model  of  most  venues,  such  as  the  event  center,  is  predicated  on 
programming  the  venue  for  a variety  of  shows  and  events  over  the  course  of  the  year.  The  costs 
of  developing  and  constructing  a new  event  venue,  or  even  the  more  limited  costs  of 
rehabilitating  an  existing  venue,  demand  that  the  venue  be  utilized  throughout  the  year  in  order 
to  most  effectively  amortize  the  costs  of  the  facility.  In  other  words,  the  event  center  must  host 
year-round  events  because  the  business  model  (particularly  where  the  venue  is  privately 
financed)  demands  year-round  revenue  to  be  economically  successful.17  Therefore,  it  is  not 
feasible  to  prohibit  events  at  the  event  center  during  the  SF  Giants  baseball  season.  Moreover, 
prohibiting  events  during  the  SF  Giants  baseball  season  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  overall 
Project  purpose  of  constructing  an  event  center  that  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events 
and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes. 

Third,  shifting  of  event  start  times  for  most  entertainment  attractions  can  be  difficult  or 
impossible,  particularly  without  sufficient  advance  notice  of  the  need  to  make  such  a request. 
The  difficulty  in  doing  such  is  driven  primarily  by  the  requirements  of  the  client  (tour 
management),  which  falls  outside  the  control  of  the  promoter  or  the  venue  operator.  Most  arena 
events  are  routed  months  and  sometimes  more  than  a year  in  advance.  The  event  is  designed  in 
almost  all  circumstances  to  be  able  to  play  the  venue  in  a single  day  (load-in,  show,  load-out). 
The  tour  maintains  an  extremely  regimented  schedule  for  all  venues  played  across  the  country 

17  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015;  Attachment  - Golden  State 
Warriors,  LLC,  Jennifer  Cabalquinto,  Memorandum,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015. 
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and  internationally  in  order  to  efficiently  and  effectively  move  the  show  from  venue  to  venue, 
which  can  include  dozens  of  tractor  trailers,  tour  buses,  and  support  vehicles.  It  is  very  common 
for  the  show  to  load-out  in  one  city  and  travel  a significant  distance,  in  some  cases  hundreds  of 
miles,  in  order  to  load-in  in  another  city  the  next  morning.  The  artists'  travel  arrangements,  as 
well  as  the  logistics  to  move  the  show  from  city  to  city,  are  carefully  choreographed,  which 
makes  it  extremely  difficult  to  alter  any  schedules,  including  show  start  times.  Similar 
circumstances  apply  to  moving  a show  date.  The  tours  are  routed  as  much  as  a year  in 
advance.18 

Any  requirements  that  would  necessitate  that  shows  move  to  alternate  dates  would  in  almost  all 
circumstances  result  in  an  event  cancellation  as  the  tour  and  artists'  schedule  and  logistics  could 
not  absorb  such  a move  due  to  the  ongoing  commitments  of  the  tour.  As  a consequence,  while 
some  staggering  of  start  times  may  at  times  be  possible  with  sufficient  advance  notice,  there  are 
practical,  industry-driven  limits  on  how  often  one  could  successfully  negotiate  staggered  start 
times.  In  short,  there  is  an  inherent  degree  of  temporal  inflexibility  built  into  the  industry  model 
for  road  shows.  Thus,  to  be  able  to  attract  and  accommodate  the  type  of  events  that  are  both 
desirable  and  financially  necessary  for  the  Project,  it  is  not  possible  to  prohibit  events  from 
occurring  at  the  event  center  during  times  that  might  overlap  with  an  SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T 
Park.19 

Additionally,  reducing  the  number  of  events  that  might  overlap  with  an  SF  Giants  game  at 
AT&T  Park  would  not  decrease  magnitude  of  the  Project's  traffic  impacts  on  days  when 
overlapping  events  occur.  Therefore,  a reduction  in  overlapping  events  would  not  effectively 
avoid  or  substantially  lessen  the  magnitude  of  the  Project's  transportation-related  impacts 
identified  in  the  FSEIR.  Furthermore,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  a limit  on  overlapping 
events  is  infeasible  from  an  economic  and  policy  perspective  because  a restriction,  such  as  an 
overlapping  event  restriction,  that  results  in  a reduction  in  the  number  of  events  held  at  the  Event 
Center  annually  would  directly  impact  the  public  revenues  generated  by  events  held  at  the  Event 
Center  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space, 
and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure. 

The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting 
this  alternative  strategy. 


18  GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23.  2015:  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23,  2015. 

19  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23.  2015:  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23,  2015. 
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VI.  STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATIONS 


Pursuant  to  CEQA  section  21081,  subdivision  (b),  and  CEQA  Guideline  15093,  the  OCII 
Commission  hereby  finds,  after  consideration  of  the  FSEIR  and  all  other  evidence  in  the  record, 
that  each  of  the  specific  overriding  economic,  legal,  social,  technological  and  other  benefits  of 
the  Project  as  set  forth  below  independently  and  collectively  outweighs  the  significant  and 
unavoidable  impacts  of  the  Project  and  is  an  overriding  consideration  warranting  approval  of  the 
Project.  Any  one  of  the  reasons  for  approval  cited  below  is  sufficient  to  justify  approval  of  the 
Project.  Thus,  even  if  a court  were  to  conclude  that  not  every  reason  is  supported  by  substantial 
evidence,  the  OC11  Commission  will  stand  by  its  determination  that  each  individual  reason  is 
sufficient.  The  substantial  evidence  supporting  the  various  benefits  can  be  found  in  the  preceding 
findings,  which  are  incorporated  by  reference  into  this  Section,  and  in  the  documents  found  in 
the  Record  of  Proceedings,  as  defined  in  Section  I. 

On  the  basis  of  the  above  findings  and  the  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this 
proceeding,  the  OCII  Commission  specifically  finds  that  there  are  significant  benefits  of  the 
Project  to  support  approval  of  the  Project  in  spite  of  the  unavoidable  significant  impacts,  and 
therefore  makes  this  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations.  The  OCII  Commission  further 
finds  that,  as  part  of  the  process  of  obtaining  Project  approval,  all  significant  effects  on  the 
environment  from  implementation  of  the  Project  have  been  eliminated  or  substantially  lessened 
where,  and  to  the  extent,  feasible.  All  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  that  are 
applicable  to  the  Project  are  adopted  as  part  of  this  approval  action.  Furthermore,  the  OCII 
Commission  has  determined  that  any  remaining  significant  effects  on  the  environment  found  to 
be  unavoidable  are  acceptable  due  to  the  following  specific  overriding  economic,  technical, 
legal,  social  and  other  considerations. 

The  Project  has  the  following  benefits: 

• The  Project  includes  the  construction  of  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in 
San  Francisco  that  meets  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities  and  can  be  used  year- 
round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging 
in  capacity  from  approximately  3,000-18,500.  Although  the  event  center  is  one  of  the 
smallest  venues  used  by  NBA  basketball  teams,  it  meets  the  NBA's  requirements  and 
will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to  meet  the  market  demand  for  Golden  State  Warriors 
basketball  games.  Further,  the  event  center  will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to 
accommodate  a variety  of  desirable  events,  including  other  sporting  events,  small  and 
large  concerts  and  shows,  conventions  and  conferences,  and  other  family  events.  No 
similar-sized  event  center  currently  exists  in  San  Francisco,  so  the  construction  of  the 
event  center  will  attract  events  to  the  City  that  cannot  be  accommodated  by  other  venues. 
By  providing  a state-of-the-art  event  center  that  can  accommodate  a wide  variety  of 
small-  and  large-scale  events,  including  Warriors  basketball  games,  the  Project  will 
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benefit  City  residents  and  expand  opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and 
convention  business. 

• The  Project  provides  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development  to  create  a lively 
local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round.  In  addition  to  the 
event  center,  the  Project  includes  a mix  of  office  use.  retail,  and  open  space  that  will 
promote  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use,  and 
provide  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood. 

• The  Project  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability  standards.  The 
Project  is  designed  to  LEED®  Gold  standards  and  incorporates  a variety  of  design 
features  to  provide  energy  and  water  conservation  and  efficiency,  encourage  alternative 
transportation,  promote  a healthy  indoor  environment,  minimize  waste,  and  maximize 
recycling  opportunities. 

• The  Project  is  located  in  an  urban  infill  area  in  Mission  Bay.  immediately  adjacent  to 
local  transit  stops  and  less  than  a mile  from  other  regional  transit  resources,  including 
train  and  ferry  and  therefore  will  promote  public  transit  and  further  the  City's  Transit 
First  Policy.  The  Project  will  also  implement  a number  of  off-site  roadway  network  and 
curb  regulations,  transit  network,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  network  improvements  in  the 
project  site  vicinity,  including  roadway  restriping,  intersection  signalization.  on-street 
parking,  new  perimeter  sidewalks,  bicycle  lanes,  signage  and  other  improvements,  that 
will  substantially  benefit  the  community. 

• The  Project  will  provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient 
size  to  attract  those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  the  current  lack 
of  a world  class  facility  in  the  City.  The  City  is  currently  unable  to  attract  or 
accommodate  certain  events  because  there  are  no  venues  in  the  city  that  can 
accommodate  such  events.  With  the  event  center,  however,  the  City  will  be  able  to 
accommodate  such  events,  for  which  there  is  a high  demand  in  the  City. 

• The  Project  will  promote  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900).  as  amended. 

• The  Project  will  provide  substantial  tax  revenue  available  to  support  the  construction  of 
affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 
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The  Project  will  generate  thousands  of  jobs  for  residents  of  Mission  Bay  and  the  City  of 
San  Francisco  area  during  both  construction  and  operation. 


In  summary,  the  development  and  revitalization  of  the  Mission  Bay  area  and  the  betterment  of 
the  quality  of  life  for  the  residents  of  this  community  is  one  of  OCII's  highest  priorities.  Having 
considered  these  benefits,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  benefits  of  the  Project  outweigh 
the  unavoidable  adverse  environmental  effects,  and  that  the  adverse  environmental  effects  are 
therefore  acceptable. 
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EXHIBIT  B 


- - /‘Tt " ' ' . ' , 

Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 
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SECTION  1:  AUTHORITY 

This  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  has  been  prepared  pursuant  to 
Section  21081.6  of  the  California  Environmental  Qualihj  Act,  known  as  CEQA  (Public  Resources  Code 
Section  21000  et  seq.),  to  provide  for  the  monitoring  of  mitigation  measures  required  for  the  Event 
Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  (Project),  as  set  forth  in  the  Final 
Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  (Final  SEIR)  prepared  for  the  Project.  This  report  will  be 
kept  on  file  at  the  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure  (OCII),  One  South  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Fifth  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  94103  and  at  the  City  Planning  Department  (City), 

1650  Mission  Street,  Fourth  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  94103. 

As  described  in  Section  15097  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  [reporting'  generally  consists  of  a written 
compliance  review  that  is  presented  to  a decision-making  body  or  authorized  staff  person.  A report 
may  be  required  at  various  stages  during  project  implementation  or  upon  completion  of  the 
mitigation  measure.  'Monitoring'  is  generally  an  ongoing  or  periodic  process  of  project  oversight." 
This  MMRP  includes  both  reporting  and  monitoring  elements,  as  appropriate  for  implementation  of 
each  mitigation  or  improvement  measure. 

SECTION  2:  CONTENT  OF  MMRP  MATRIX 

The  MMRP  matrix  consists  of  four  separate  tables: 

• Table  A,  Mitigation  Measures 

• Table  B,  Improvement  Measures 

• Table  C,  Applicable  Regulations 

• Table  D,  Summary  of  Transportation  Management  Plan 

Table  A,  Mitigation  Measures,  and  Table  B,  Improvement  Measures,  identify  the  environmental 
issue  areas  for  which  actions/measures  are  identified;  the  required  actions/measures;  the  timeframe 
for  implementing,  monitoring,  and  reporting  on  these  measures;  the  responsible  implementing, 
monitoring  and  reporting  parties;  and  action  needed  to  verify  compliance/completion  of  the 
measures.  Table  C lists  applicable  regulations  that  were  identified  in  the  Initial  Study  and  the  Final 
SEIR  that  were  relied  upon  to  reduce  or  avoid  significant  impacts  and  the  associated  environmental 
issue  areas.  Table  D summarizes  the  Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  that  is  included  as  part 
of  the  proposed  project,  but  will  be  monitored  as  part  of  the  MMRP,  and  includes  the  same  types  of 
information  as  Tables  A and  B. 

SECTION  3:  IMPLEMENTATION  AND  ENFORCEMENT  OF  MEASURES 

This  MMRP  includes  all  mitigation  measures  that  are  applicable  to  the  project.  The  intent  of  the 

MMRP  is  to  ensure  the  effective  implementation  and  enforcement  of  adopted  mitigation  measures. 

In  addition  to  listing  mitigation  measures,  for  the  purposes  of  public  disclosure  and  to  assist  in 
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implementation  and  enforcement,  the  MMRP  also  lists  "improvement  measures",  "applicable 
regulations",  and  the  Project  TMP. 

Mitigation  measures  are  contained  in  Table  A.  As  discussed  in  the  Initial  Study  and  the  Final  SEIR, 
the  mitigation  measures  included  in  the  MMRP  are  measures  required  to  avoid  or  lessen  significant 
impacts  of  the  project. 

Improvement  measures  are  contained  in  Table  B.  CEQA  does  not  require  mitigation  measures  to  be 
adopted  to  address  impacts  that  are  determined  to  be  less  than  significant.  (Cal.  Oak  Foundation  v. 
Regents  ofU.  of  Cal.  (2010)  188  Cal.App.4th  227,  282.)  Nevertheless,  OCII  has  exercised  its  discretion 
to  require  implementation  of  various  "improvement  measures"  to  further  reduce  or  avoid  impacts 
that  the  Final  SEIR  determined  to  be  less  than  significant  without  mitigation. 

Applicable  regulations  are  contained  in  Table  C.  A lead  agency  may  rely  on  compliance  with 
applicable  laws  and  regulations  in  determining  that  a proposed  project  will  result  in  a less-than- 
significant  impact.  (See  San  Francisco  Tomorrow  v.  Cihj  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (2014)  229 
Cal.App.4th  49,  525  [holding  the  city  properly  relied  on  compliance  with  building  codes  and  related 
regulations  in  determining  the  proposed  project  would  not  result  in  potential  safety  hazards].) 
Applicable  regulations  are  legally  binding  and  enforceable  laws  or  adopted  regulations  that  OCII 
has  determined  are  legally  applicable  to  the  project  and  will  ensure  an  impact  is  less  than  significant. 

A summary  of  the  project's  Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  is  included  as  Table  D,  and  the 
full  TMP  is  included  as  Attachment  1.  The  TMP  is  a management  and  operating  plan  included  as 
part  of  the  project  to  facilitate  multimodal  access  to  the  project  site.  The  TMP  includes  various 
management  strategies  to  reduce  use  of  single-occupant  vehicles  and  to  increase  the  use  of 
ridershare,  transit,  bicycle,  and  walk  modes  for  trips  to  and  from  the  project  site.  The  TMP  program 
was  developed  by  the  project  sponsor  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA),  OCII,  and  the  Planning  Department.  The  TMP  outlines  the  process 
to  monitor  and  refine  the  strategies  in  the  TMP  in  conjunction  with  the  City  throughout  the  life  of 
the  project.  Thus,  the  TMP  is  a working  document  that  will  be  adjusted  and  refined  over  time  by  the 
project  sponsor  and  City  agencies  involved  in  implementing  the  plan.  Monitoring  methods  include 
field  surveys  of  operations  of  the  event  center  during  the  first  four  years,  and  an  annual  survey  and 
reporting  program  for  the  life  of  the  project.  Under  the  annual  survey  and  reporting  program,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  conduct  annual  surveys  of:  (1)  event  center  employee,  (2)  event  center 
attendees,  (3)  UCSF  employees  and  patients,  (4)  emergency  service  providers,  and  (5)  visitors  of 
Mission  Bay  neighborhoods  to  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of  the  management  strategies.  The  TMP 
includes  annual  reporting  of  the  TMP  measures  to  OCII,  referred  to  in  this  MMRP  as  the  TMP 
monitoring  surveys  and  reports.  The  TMP  monitoring  surveys  and  reports  may  be  included  as  part 
of  the  MMRP  Annual  Report  described  in  Section  4 below. 

The  MMRP  matrix  identifies  the  mitigation  schedule  and  the  parties  responsible  for  implementing, 
monitoring  and  reporting  on  the  implementation  of  the  measures  listed  in  Tables  A,  B,  and  D.  As  the 
CEQA  lead  agency  for  the  Project,  OCII  is  principally  responsible  for  MMRP  monitoring  and 
enforcement.  In  addition,  as  provided  in  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15097(a),  OCII  may  delegate 
MMRP  monitoring  responsibilities  to  other  public  agencies,  either  working  with  City  or  other  local 
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governments  through  their  permitting  or  regulatory  authorities,  or  through  memoranda  of 
understanding  that  OCII  enters  into  with  other  entities.  Accordingly,  the  MMRP  identifies  other 
public  agencies,  including  SFMTA,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC),  the  San 
Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection  (DBI),  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 
(DPW),  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department,  the  San  Francisco  Entertainment  Commission,  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  (RWQCB)  and  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District  (BAAQMD)  where  such  delegation  is  known  or  anticipated. 

If  any  mitigation  and  improvement  measures  are  not  implemented  as  required,  OCII  may,  in 
conjunction  with  other  entities  listed  above,  pursue  corrective  actions  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
the  following:  (1)  a written  notification  and  request  for  compliance;  (2)  withholding  of  permits; 

(3)  administrative  fines;  (4)  a stop-work  order;  (5)  criminal  prosecution  and/or  administrative  fines; 
(6)  forfeiture  of  security  bonds  or  other  guarantees;  and  (7)  revocation  of  permits  or  other 
entitlements. 

SECTION  4:  MMRP  ANNUAL  REPORT 

The  project  sponsor  shall  submit  a MMRP  Annual  Report  to  OCII  for  the  life  of  the  project.  The  first 
MMRP  Annual  Report  shall  be  due  one  year  following  commencement  of  project  construction.  The 
MMRP  Annual  Report  shall  summarize  the  current  implementation  and  compliance  status  at  the 
time  of  the  report  for  all  mitigation,  improvement,  and  TMP  measures  for  which  the  project  sponsor 
has  been  assigned  some  or  all  reporting  responsibility;  for  measures  that  another  entity  is 
responsible  for  implementing,  the  project  sponsor  shall  report  on  readily  available  information  about 
the  implementation  and  compliance  status  of  such  measures  but  such  reporting  responsibility  does 
not  transfer  responsibility  for  implementation  of  such  measures  to  the  project  sponsor.  The  MMRP 
matrix  identifies  the  monitoring  and  reporting  actions  included  in  the  annual  report  unless  another 
monitoring  or  reporting  action  is  specified  for  individual  mitigation  measures. 

SECTION  5:  CHANGES  TO  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

Any  substantive  change  in  the  MMRP  made  by  OCII  staff  shall  be  reported  in  writing  to  the 
Executive  Director  of  OCII.  Reference  to  such  changes  shall  be  made  in  the  MMRP  Annual  Report. 
OCII  staff  may  modify  or  substitute  mitigation  measures  subject  to  one  of  the  following  findings, 
documented  by  substantial  evidence: 

a.  The  mitigation  measure  included  in  the  Final  SEIR  and  the  MMRP  is  no  longer  required 
because  the  significant  environmental  impact  identified  in  the  Final  SEIR  has  been  found  not 
to  exist,  or  to  occur  at  a level  which  makes  the  impact  less  than  significant  as  a result  of 
changes  in  the  project,  changes  in  conditions  of  the  environment,  or  other  factors. 

OR 

b.  The  modified  or  substitute  mitigation  measure  either  provides  corrections  to  text  without  any 
substantive  change  in  the  intention  or  meaning  of  the  original  mitigation  measure,  or  provides 
a level  of  environmental  protection  equal  to  or  greater  than  that  afforded  by  the  mitigation 
measure  included  in  the  Final  SEIR  and  the  MMRP;  and 
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The  modified  or  substitute  mitigation  measures  do  not  have  significant  adverse  effects  on  the 
environment  in  addition  to  or  greater  than  those  which  were  considered  by  the  relevant 
agencies  in  their  decisions  on  the  Final  SEIR  and  the  proposed  project;  and 

The  modified  or  substitute  mitigation  measures  are  feasible,  and  OCII,  through  measures 
included  in  the  MMRP  or  other  City  procedures,  can  ensure  their  implementation. 

Documentation  supporting  the  findings  involving  modifications  to  mitigation  measures  shall  be 
maintained  in  the  project  file  with  the  MMRP  and  shall  be  made  available  to  the  public  upon 
request. 


LIST  OF  ABBREVIATIONS 


BAAQMD  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District 

B/MBTCC  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordination  Committee 

DBI  San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection 

DPW  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

FAA  Federal  Aviation  Administration 


OCII 


Port 


MMRP 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 
Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure 
Port  of  San  Francisco 


SFFD 


SFPUC 


SFMTA 


RWQCB 


San  Francisco  Bay  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 

San  Francisco  Fire  Department 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 

San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


TMA 


Mission  Bay  Transportation  Management  Association 
Transportation  Management  Plan 
Parking  Control  Officer 

San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Water  Emergency  Transportation  Authority 


TMP 


PCO 


WETA 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2 

M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  manage  traffic  flows  and  minimize 
congestion  associated  with  events  at  the  project  site,  the 
proposed  project's  TMP  shall  be  modified  to  include  four 
additional  PCOs  (i.e.,  in  addition  to  the  17  PCOs  included  in  the 
project  TMP)  that  shall  be  deployed  to  intersections  where  the 
proposed  project  would  result  in  significant  impacts,  as 
conditions  warrant  during  events.  These  could  include  the 
intersections  of  King/Fourth,  Fifth/Harrison/I-80  westbound  off- 
ramp, Fifth/Bryant/I-80  eastbound  on-ramp,  Seventh/Mission 
Bay  Drive,  and  Seventh/Mississippi/16th.  The  PCO  Supervisor 
shall  make  the  determination  where  the  additional  PCOs  would 
be  located,  based  on  field  conditions  during  an  event. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  All  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  Visual  verification  at 
time  of  event  by  PCO 
Supervisor 

M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation 
Impacts 

The  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and 
implement  commercially  reasonable  additional  strategies  (i.e., 
in  addition  to  those  included  in  the  project  TMP)  to  reduce 
transportation  impacts.  In  addition,  the  City  shall  pursue  and 
implement  additional  strategies  to  be  implemented  by  the  City 
or  other  public  agency  (e.g.,  Caltrans).  These  strategies  shall 
include  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

Strategies  to  Reduce  Traffic  Congestion 

• The  City  to  request  that  Caltrans  install  changeable  message 
signs  on  1-280  upstream  of  key  entry  points  onto  the  local 
street  network. 

SFMTA 

Within  one  year  of  project 
approval 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  when 
request  made 

• The  City  to  provide  coordinated  outreach  efforts  to 

surrounding  neighborhoods  to  explore  the  need/desire  for 
new  on-street  parking  management  strategies,  which  could 
include  implementation  of  time  limits  and  Residential 
Parking  Permit  program  areas. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  outreach 
efforts  as  needed 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
ACriONS/SCHEDULE  AND 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

• The  project  sponsor  to  offer  for  pre-purchase  substantially  all 
available  on-site  parking  spaces  not  otherwise  committed  to 
office  tenants,  retail  customers  or  season  ticket  holders,  and 
to  cooperate  with  neighboring  private  garage  operators  to 
pre-sell  parking  spaces,  as  well  as  notify  patrons  in  advance 
that  nearby  parking  resources  are  limited  and  travel  by  non- 
auto modes  is  encouraged. 

Project  Sponsor 

Before  first  event  at  Event 
Center,  and  ongoing 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• The  project  sponsor  to  create  a smart  phone  application,  or 
integrate  into  an  existing  smart  phone  application, 
transportation  information  that  promotes  transit  first,  allows 
for  pre-purchase  of  parking  and  designates  suggested  paths  of 
travel  that  best  avoid  congested  areas  or  residential  streets 
such  as  Bridgeview  north  of  Mission  Bay  Boulevard  and 
Fourth  Street. 

Project  Sponsor 

Before  first  event  at  Event 
Center,  and  ongoing 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  launch 
of  application 

• The  City  and  the  project  sponsor  to  work  to  identify  off-site 
parking  lot(s)  in  the  vicinity  of  the  event  center,  if  available, 
where  livery  and  TNC  vehicles  could  stage  prior  to  the  end 
of  an  event. 

Project  Sponsor;  City 

Before  opening  of  Event 
Center,  and  as  needed 
thereafter  for  up  to  4 years 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  at  expiration 
of  4-year  period 

• The  City  to  include  on-street  parking  spaces  within  Mission 
Bay  in  the  expansion  and  permanent  implementation  of 
SF park,  including  dynamic  pricing,  and  smart  phone 
application  providing  real-time  parking  availability  and  cost. 

SFMTA 

Within  4 years  of 
expansion  of  SFpark  into 
Mission  Bay 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  as  needed; 

• The  City  shall  work  to  include  the  publicly  accessible  off- 
street  facilities  into  the  permanent  implementation  of  SF  park, 
and  incorporate  data  into  a smart  phone  application  and 
permanent  dynamic  message  signs. 

SFMTA 

Within  4 years  of 
expansion  of  SFpark  into 
Mission  Bay 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  as  needed; 

• If  necessary  to  support  achievement  of  non-auto  mode 
shares  for  the  project,  the  project  sponsor  shall  cooperate 
with  future  City  efforts  to  manage  and  price  the  off-site 
parking  supply  in  the  project  vicinity  to  reduce  travel  by 
automobile,  thus  improving  traffic  conditions. 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  annually 
thereafter 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• The  project  sponsor  to  seek  partnerships  with  car-sharing 
services. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
occupancy  permit  for  the 
event  center 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1 441 E 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 
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Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Strategy  to  Enhance  Non-auto  Modes 

• The  project  sponsor  to  provide  a promotional  incentive  (e.g., 
show  Clipper  card  or  bike  valet  ticket  for  concession  savings, 
chance  to  win  merchandise  or  experience,  etc.)  for  public 
transit  use  and/or  bicycle  valet  use  at  the  event  center. 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

Strategies  to  Enhance  Transportation  Conditions  in  Mission 
Bay  and  Nearby  Neighborhoods 

• The  project  sponsor  to  participate  as  a member  of  the 
Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordination 
Committee  (B/MBTCC)  and  to  notify  at  least  one  month 
prior  to  the  start  of  any  non-GSW  event  with  at  least  12,500 
expected  attendees.  If  commercially  reasonable 
circumstances  prevent  such  advance  notification,  the  GSW 
shall  notify  the  B/MBTCC  within  72  hours  of  booking. 

Project  Sponsor 

Following  project 
approval;  ongoing 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  OCII  and/or  SFMTA  to 
attend  B/MBTCC  meetings 

• The  City  and  the  project  sponsor  to  meet  to  discuss 

transportation  and  scheduling  logistics  following  signing 
any  marquee  events  (national  tournaments  or 
championships,  political  conventions,  or  tenants  interested 
in  additional  season  runs:  NCAA,  etc.). 

Project  Sponsor 

In  advance  of  marquee 
events 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  OCII,  SFMTA  to 
participate  in  meetings 

Strategies  to  Increase  Transit  Access 

• The  City  to  consult  with  regional  providers  to  encourage 
increased  special  event  service,  particularly  longer  BART 
and  Caltrain  trains,  and  increased  ferry  and  bus  service. 

SFMTA 

Regularly  as  part  of  the 
B/MBTCC  meetings 

SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA  to  participate 
in  meetings 

• The  City  to  work  in  good  faith  with  the  Water  Emergency 
Transportation  Agency,  the  project  sponsor,  UCSF,  and  other 
interested  parties  to  explore  the  possibility  of  construction  of 
a ferry  landing  at  the  terminus  of  16th  Street,  and  provision 
of  ferry  service  during  events. 

SFMTA;  Port 

Regularly  as  part  of  the 
B/MBTCC  meetings 

SFMTA;  Port 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA,  Port  to 
participate  in  meetings 

M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  transit  demand  to  and 
from  the  South  Bay  for  weekday  and  weekend  evening  events, 
the  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  consult  with 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating 
Committee;  Project  Sponsor 
through  participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII;  Project  Sponsor 
through  participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

TMP  monitoring  surveys  and 
reports;  OCII  to  attend 
meetings 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1 441 E 
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Mitigation  Measure 
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Mitigation 
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Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Caltrain  to  provide  additional  Caltrain  service  to  and  from 
San  Francisco  on  weekdays  and  weekends.  The  need  for 
additional  service  shall  be  based  on  surveys  of  event  center 
attendees  conducted  as  part  of  the  TMP. 

M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and/or  Bus  Service 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  transit  demand  to  the 
North  Bay  following  weekday  and  weekend  evening  events,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  consult  with  Golden 
Gate  Transit  and  WETA  to  provide  additional  ferry  and/or  bus 
service  from  San  Francisco  following  weekday  and  weekend 
evening  events.  The  need  for  additional  service  shall  be  based  on 
surveys  of  event  center  attendees  conducted  as  part  of  the  TMP. 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee; 
Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

TMP  monitoring  surveys  and 
reports;  OCII  to  attend 
meetings 

M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the 
Intersection  of  Third/South 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  pedestrians  traveling 
to  and  from  the  event  center  through  the  intersection  of 
Third/South,  PCOs  stationed  at  this  location  shall  implement 
strategies  to  allow  pedestrians  to  cross  the  street  safely.  The 
strategies  and  level  of  active  management  shall  be  tailored  to 
the  event  size,  and  could  include  extending  the  green  time  for 
pedestrians  crossing  the  street,  manually  overriding  the  traffic 
signal  and  directing  pedestrians  to  cross,  erecting  temporary 
pedestrian  crossing  barriers,  allowing  use  of  the  closed  Third 
Street  as  a pedestrian  access  route,  providing  a defined 
passenger  waiting  area  within  the  closed  Third  Street,  shielding 
passengers  waiting  to  board  light  rail  from  adjacent  pedestrian 
traffic,  and  deploying  additional  PCOs  to  this  intersection. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 

OCII 

Ongoing;  Visual  verification  at 
time  of  event  by  PCO 
Supervisor 

M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 

Prior  to  construction,  the  project  construction  contractor  shall 
develop  a crane  safety  plan  for  the  project  construction  cranes 
that  would  be  implemented  during  the  construction  period.  The 
crane  safety  plan  shall  identify  appropriate  measures  to  avoid 
potential  conflicts  that  may  be  associated  with  the  operation  of 
the  project  construction  cranes  in  the  vicinity  of  the  UCSF 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  Issuance  of 
Construction  Permits 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
submittal  of  final  Crane  Safety 
Plan 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Mitigation 
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Reporting  Responsibility 
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Verification  of  Compli  ance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Benioff  Children's  Hospital  helipad  airspace.  These  safety 
protocols  shall  be  developed  in  consultation  with  OCII  (or  its 
designated  representative)  and  UCSF,  and  the  crane  safety  plan 
shall  be  subject  to  approval  by  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative.  The  crane  safety  plan  shall  include,  but  is  not 
limited  to  the  following  measures: 

• Convey  project  crane  activity  schedule  to  UCSF  and  OCII 

• If  other  projects  on  adjacent  properties  are  under 
construction  concurrent  with  the  proposed  project  and  are 
using  tower  cranes,  the  project  sponsor  shall  participate  in 
joint  consultation  with  those  project  sponsors  and  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative  to  ensure  any  potential  cumulative 
construction  crane  effects  on  the  UCSF  helipad  would  be 
minimized. 

• Use  appropriate  markings,  flags,  and/or  obstruction  lighting 
on  all  project  construction  cranes  working  in  proximity  to 
the  helipad's  airspace  surfaces. 

• Light  all  construction  crane  structures  at  night  (e.g.,  towers, 
arms,  and  suspension  rods)  to  enhance  a pilot's  ability  to 
discern  the  location  and  height  of  the  cranes. 

• Inform  crane  operators  of  the  location  and  elevation  of  the 
hospital  helipad's  Part  77  airspace  surfaces  and  the  need  to 
avoid  penetrations  to  the  surfaces. 

• Issue  a Notice  to  Airmen  (NOT AM)  to  advise  pilots  in  the 
area  of  the  presence  of  construction  cranes  at  the  project  site. 

M-TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan 

The  project  sponsor  shall  develop  an  exterior  lighting  plan  that 
incorporates  measures  to  ensure  specialized  exterior  lighting 
systems  would  not  result  in  a substantial  air  safety  risk  and/or 
create  a safety  hazard  relating  to  helipad  operations.  Feasible 
measures  shall  be  developed  in  consultation  with  SFO  staff 
knowledgeable  of  the  effects  of  lighting  on  pilots  and  safe  air 
navigation,  and  OCII  (or  its  designated  representative),  and  the 
exterior  lighting  plan  shall  be  subject  to  approval  by  OCII  or  its 

Project  Sponsor 

Before  opening  of  Event 
Center 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
submittal  of  plan 

OCII  Case  No.  F.R  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

designated  representative.  Measures  may  include,  but  are  not 

limited  to,  the  following: 

• Prohibit  the  use  of  high-intensity  lights  that  are  directed 
towards  the  UCSF  helipad 

• Prohibit  the  use  of  high-intensity  outdoor  flashing  lights  or 
strobe  lights  in  proximity  to  the  hospital  helipad's  three 
approaches 

• Prohibit  the  use  of  outdoor  lasers  directed  upward,  and  laser 
light  shows  that  have  not  been  subject  to  prior  review  by  OCII 
in  consultation  with  SFO  staff  knowledgeable  of  the  effects  of 
lighting  on  pilots  and  safe  air  navigation  and,  if  necessary  the 
FAA 

• Avoid  outdoor  fireworks  proximate  to  flight  paths  unless 

(1)  the  SFFD  approves  the  proposed  use  of  fireworks,  and 

(2)  notice  of  the  event  is  provided  to  UCSF 

• Avoid  the  use  of  light  configurations  similar  to  those 
associated  with  the  UCSF  helipad  landing  area,  locate 
primary  outdoor  lighted  displays  and  television/lighted 
screens  away  from  the  project  property  line  at  16th  Street, 
South  Street,  or  Third  Street,  where  feasible 

• Notify  in  advance  and  consult  with  OCII  and  UCSF 
representatives  regarding  planned  special  event  lighting 

• Develop  exterior  specialized  lighting  guidelines  and  ensure 
event  organizers  are  informed  of  the  hospital  helipad,  its 
approaches,  and  safety  concerns  related  to  outdoor  nuisance 
lighting 

• Identify  appropriate  management  policies  and  procedures  to 
respond  to  the  use  of  handheld  laser  pointers  by  the  public 
on  the  project  site  which  may  pose  a hazard  to  pilots 

• Identify  appropriate  management  policies  regarding  the  use 
of  drones  on  the  project  site  and  procedures  to  respond  to 
aerial  drone  activity  that  may  pose  a hazard  to  pilots 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 


MMRP-10 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

M-TR-lla:  As  a mitigation  measure  to  manage  traffic  flows  and 
minimize  congestion  associated  with  overlapping  events,  the 
proposed  project's  TMP  shall  be  expanded  to  include  two 
additional  PCOs  that  shall  be  deployed  to  the  following 
intersections  where  the  proposed  project  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts,  as  conditions  warrant  during  events: 
King/Fifth/I-280  ramps,  and  Fourth/16th,  where  PCOs  would  not 
be  located  as  part  of  the  project  TMP  or  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events.  The  PCO  Supervisor  shall 
make  the  determination  where  the  additional  PCOs  would  be 
located,  based  on  field  conditions  during  an  event.  This  measure 
shall  be  implemented  in  coordination  with  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events,  and  these  two 
additional  PCOs  during  overlapping  events  shall  be  in  addition  to 
the  four  additional  PCOs  that  shall  be  provided  as  part  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 
that  overlap  with  SF  Giants 
events  at  AT&T  Park 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  Visual  verification  at 
time  of  event  by  PCO 
Supervisor 

M-TR-llb:  Participation  in  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  optimize  effectiveness  of  tire 
transportation  management  strategies  for  day-to-day  operations 
and  events  in  the  Mission  Bay  area,  at  AT&T  Park,  UCSF  Mission 
Bay  campus,  and  the  proposed  project,  the  project  sponsor  shall 
actively  participate  as  a member  of  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  in  order  to  evaluate  and 
plan  for  operations  of  all  three  facilities  (i.e.,  AT&T  Park,  UCSF 
Mission  Bay  Campus,  and  the  proposed  event  center).  This 
committee  would,  among  other  roles,  serve  as  a single  point  for 
coordination  of  transportation  management  strategies. 

The  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  shall  consult  on 
changes  to  and  expansion  of  transit  services,  and  for  developing 
and  implementing  strategies  within  their  purview  that  address 
transportation  issues  and  conflicts  as  they  arise.  In  addition,  the 
committee  shall  serve  as  a liaison  for  operation  of  the  facilities, 
monitoring  conditions,  and  addressing  community  issues 
related  to  events  and  the  project  sponsor  shall  make  good  faith 
efforts  to  notify  the  committee  regarding  events. 

Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  B/MBTCC 

Following  project  approval 
and  as  scheduled 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  OCII,  SFMTA  to  attend 
B/MBTCC  meetings 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation 
Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

The  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and 
implement  additional  strategies  to  reduce  transportation 
impacts  associated  with  overlapping  events  at  AT&T  Park  and 
the  proposed  event  center.  These  strategies  shall  include  one  or 
more  of  the  following: 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  exercise  commercially  reasonable 
efforts  to  avoid  scheduling  non-Golden  State  Warriors 
events  of  12,500  or  more  event  center  attendees  that  start 
within  60  minutes  of  the  start  of  events  at  AT&T  Park. 

Project  Sponsor 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 
that  overlap  with  SF  Giants 
events  at  AT&T  Park 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• When  overlapping  non-Golden  State  Warriors  events  of 
12,500  or  more  event  center  attendees  and  evening  SF  Giants 
games,  the  project  sponsor  shall  exercise  commercially 
reasonable  efforts  to  negotiate  with  the  event  promoter  to 
stagger  start  times  such  that  the  event  headliner  starts  no 
earlier  than  8:30  p.m. 

Project  Sponsor 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 
that  overlap  with  SF  Giants 
events  at  AT&T  Park 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• The  City  has  identified  two  off-site  parking  lots  on  Port  of  San 
Francisco  lands  to  the  south  of  the  event  center  (19th  Street 
and  Western  Pacific  sites)  that  can  accommodate 
approximately  250  additional  parking  spaces  for  all  events  and 
up  to  approximately  800  additional  parking  spaces  for  use 
during  dual  events  of  12,500  or  more  event  center  attendees 
(for  a total  of  approximately  1,050  additional  off-site  parking 
spaces).  As  long  as  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  takes  all  necessary 
actions  to  make  the  land  available  for  public  parking,  the 
project  sponsor  shall:  (1)  make  commercially  reasonable  efforts 
to  negotiate  with  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  or  its  designee 
to  acquire  sufficient  rights  for  the  use  of  such  parking  lot(s) 
through  lease,  purchase,  or  other  means  as  necessary;  and 
(2)  (if  such  negotiations  are  successful)  provide  free  shuttles  to 
the  event  center  from  such  off-site  parking  lot(s)  that  are  more 
than  Vi-mile  from  the  event  center  on  a maximum  10-minute 
headway  before  and  after  events. 

Port;  Project  Sponsor; 
parking  lot  operator(s) 

Within  one  year  after  Port 
takes  all  necessary  actions 
to  make  land  available  for 
public  parking. 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  before 
opening  of  Event  Center 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

• In  the  event  that  the  off-site  parking  lots  at  19th  Street  and  the 
Western  Pacific  site  are  implemented,  the  SFMTA  shall  consult 
with  Caltrans  in  assessing  the  feasibility  of  signalizing  the 
intersection  of  Pennsylvania/I-280  southbound  off-ramp.  If 
determined  feasible  by  the  SFMTA  and  Caltrans,  the  SFMTA 
and  Caltrans  shall  establish  the  level  of  traffic  volumes  that 
would  trigger  the  need  for  a signal,  and  the  project  sponsor 
shall  fund  its  fair  share  cost  of  the  design  and  implementation 
of  the  new  signal,  based  on  project  contributions  to  annual 
average  weekday  traffic  volumes  at  this  intersection. 

SFMTA 

When  traffic  signal 
warrants  are  met 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA  to  track 
cumulative  development  in 
area 

• In  addition,  as  part  of  monitoring  of  traffic  conditions  during 
overlapping  events,  the  SFMTA  shall  consult  with  Caltrans 
regarding  the  need  to  deploy  an  SFMTA  PCO  or  CHP  officer 
to  expedite  traffic  exiting  1-280  southbound  (i.e.,  waving 
vehicles  exiting  1-280  southbound  and  turning  left  onto 
southbound  Pennsylvania  Street  through  the  existing  stop 
sign)  during  overlapping  events  when  the  Western  Pacific 
parking  lot  is  used  for  project  event  parking.  The  PCO  or 
CHP  officer  would  be  deployed  during  those  events  prior  to 
installation  of  a traffic  signal  or  if  signalization  of  this 
intersection  is  determined  not  to  be  feasible. 

SFMTA 

During  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500 
attendees,  that  overlap 
with  SF  Giants  events  at 
AT&T  Park 

SFMTA 

SFMTA  by  stationing  PCO  or 
CHP  at  off-ramp  as  needed 

• To  manage  traffic  flows  and  minimize  congestion  associated 
with  non-Golden  State  Warriors  events  overlapping  with 
events  at  AT&T  Park,  and  to  incentivize  event  attendees  and 
UCSF  employees  to  use  alternatives  to  the  private  automobile, 
the  City  and  the  project  sponsor  shall  pursue  and  implement 
additional  transportation  management  actions  during  the  pre- 
event period  during  overlapping  events.  This  measure  shall  be 
implemented  in  coordination  with  and  in  addition  to 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-lla:  Additional  PCOs  during 
Events  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llb:  Additional 
Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts.  Strategies  shall 
include  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

Project  Sponsor;  SFMTA 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

TMP  monitoring  surveys  and 
reports 

OCII  Case  No.  HR  2014-919-97 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Strategies  to  Increase  Use  of  Non-auto  Modes 

- Encouraging  coordinated  parking  pricing  strategies 
among  nearby  facilities  designed  to  discourage  driving 
for  event  attendees  and  employees. 

- Marketing  "No  drive"  events. 

- Installing  Clipper  Card  add-value  machines  on-site  at  the 
event  center  to  facilitate  purchase  and  value-adding,  and 
to  minimize  impacts  on  transit  "dwell  times"  of  paying 
cash  fares. 

- Exploring  implementation  of  congestion  pricing  tools  to 
charge  event-related  fees  for  driving  and  parking  in  the 
immediate  area. 

- Establishing  event-sponsored  promotions  to  encourage 
additional  use  of  transit,  such  as  event-branded  Clipper 
Cards,  bundled  discounts  and  subsidies  for  transit  ticket 
purchases,  or  automatic  prize/raffle  entries/merchandise 
discounts  for  event  attendees  taking  transit. 

- Exploring  implementation  of  priority  access  or  fast-track 
security  clearance  to  the  event  center  for  attendees 
arriving  by  transit  or  bicycling  to  the  event  center. 

- Promoting  the  above  strategies  through  event  tickets  and 
ticketholder  emails,  website  transit  information,  and  real- 
time updates. 

- Consulting  with  local  TMAs  targeting  employees  who 
might  drive  during  the  peak  pre-event  period  to  provide 
increased  shuttle  service,  alternative  travel  mode 
promotions,  and  advertising  the  use  of  real-time 
information  and  technology  applications. 

- Sponsoring  use  of  taxis,  TNCs,  or  pedicabs  by  event 
sponsor  to  facilitate  the  connection  between  the  regional 
transit  hubs  and  the  event  center,  as  well  as  between  the 
regional  transit  hubs  and  AT&T  Park. 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Strategies  to  Increase  Transit,  Capacity  of  Alternative 

Modes,  and  Enhance  Pedestrian  Safety 

- Providing  additional  PCOs  to  manage  and  direct  local 
traffic,  and  to  favor  circulation  of  pedestrians,  cyclists, 
and  persons  arriving  or  departing  by  transit. 

- Expanding  the  network  of  PCO-controlled  intersections 
during  the  peak  pre-event  period  beyond  those  identified 
in  the  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan. 

- Exploring  implementation  of  a program  to  require 
employees  driving  in  the  vicinity  during  the  peak  pre- 
event period  to  produce  vehicle  badges  (e.g.,  rearview 
hanger,  sticker)  by  employer  for  access  to  local 
employment  sites,  and  coordinating  with  SFMTA  and 
SFPD  to  honor  said  badges. 

- Using  the  Western  Pacific  site  for  off-site  parking  for  all 
events,  not  only  large  overlapping  events. 

- Increasing  transit  or  High  Occupancy  Vehicle  (HOV) 
capacity  by  operating  additional  SFMTA  buses  and/or 
additional  private  shuttle  buses. 

- Supporting  WETA  analysis  of  the  feasibility  and 
operational  benefits  of  a ferry/water  taxi  landing  near 
16th  Street. 

- Increasing  capacity  and  use  of  alternative  modes,  such  as 
secure  or  valet  bicycle  parking,  bicycle  sharing,  or  bicycle 
infrastructure  along  the  east-west  corridors. 

- Expanding  the  SFMTA's  Vision  Zero  treatments  to  nearby 
intersections  to  improve  the  physical  pedestrian 
environment  to  enhance  pedestrian  safety. 

M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping 
Events 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  Muni  transit  demand 
to  and  from  the  project  site  and  AT&T  Park  on  the  T Third  light 
rail  line  during  overlapping  evening  events,  the  project  sponsor 
shall  work  with  the  SFMTA  and  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  provide  enhanced 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee; 
Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
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1 Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Muni  light  rail  service  and/or  shuttle  buses  between  key  Market 
Street  locations  and  the  project.  Examples  of  the  enhanced 
service  include  Muni  bus  shuttles  between  Union  Square  and/or 
Powell  Street  BART/Muni  station  and  the  project  site.  The  need 
for  enhanced  Muni  service  shall  be  based  on  characteristics  of 
the  overlapping  events  (e.g.,  projected  attendance  levels,  and 
anticipated  start  and  end  times). 

M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during 
Overlapping  Events 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  transit  demand  to  the 
East  Bay  following  weekday  and  weekend  evening  events,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  consult  with  BART  to 
provide  additional  service  from  San  Francisco  following  weekday 
and  weekend  evening  events.  The  additional  East  Bay  BART 
service  could  be  provided  by  operating  longer  trains.  The  need 
for  additional  BART  service  shall  be  based  on  characteristics  of 
the  overlapping  events  (e.g.,  event  type,  projected  attendance 
levels,  and  anticipated  start  and  end  times). 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee; 
Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA  through 
participation  in  the  B/MBTCC 

M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring  (Required  only  without  implementation  of  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan) 

Performance  Standards  and  Strategies  for  Achieving  Them 
The  project  sponsor  shall  be  responsible  for  implementing  TDM 
measures  intended  to  reach  an  auto  mode  share  performance 
standard  for  different  types  of  events.  Specifically,  tire  project 
sponsor  shall  work  to  achieve  the  following  performance 
standards: 

Project  Sponsor 

All  events  with  more  than 
12,500  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report  in  the  event  that  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service 
Plan  is  not  implemented 

1.  For  weekday  events  that  have  12,500  or  more  attendees,  the 
project  shall  not  exceed  an  arrival  auto  mode  share  of 

53  percent. 

2.  For  weekend  events  that  have  12,500  or  more  attendees,  the 
project  shall  not  exceed  an  arrival  auto  mode  share  of 

59  percent. 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

The  performance  standards  shall  be  achieved  by  the  middle  of 
the  Golden  State  Warriors'  third  season  at  the  event  center,  and 
for  every  Golden  State  Warriors  season  thereafter. 

The  project  sponsor  may  implement  any  combination  of  TDM 
strategies,  including  those  identified  in  the  proposed  project's 
TMP,  to  achieve  the  above  performance  standards.  Potential 
strategies  include,  but  are  not  limited  to: 

• Providing  shuttle  bus  service  between  major  transportation 
hubs  such  as  Transbay  Transit  Terminal,  BART  stations, 
Caltrain  stations  and  the  event  center. 

• Providing  bus  shuttles  between  park  & ride  lots,  remote 
parking  facilities,  or  other  facilities  or  locations  within  San 
Francisco,  and  the  event  center. 

• Facilitating  charter  bus  packages  through  the  event  sales 
department  to  encourage  large  groups  to  travel  to  and  from 
the  event  center  on  charter  buses. 

• Reducing  the  project  parking  demand  through  a variety  of 
mechanisms,  including  pricing. 

• Offering  high  occupancy  vehicle  parking  at  more  convenient 
locations  than  parking  for  the  general  public  and/or  at 
reduced  rates. 

• Undertaking  media  campaigns,  including  in  social  media, 
that  promote  walking  and/or  bicycling  to  the  event  center. 

• Conducting  cross-marketing  strategies  with  event  center 
businesses  (e.g.,  discount  on  merchandise/food  if  patrons 
arrive  by  transit  and/or  bike  or  on  foot). 

• Carrying  out  public  education  campaigns. 

• Offering  special  event  ferry  service  to  the  closest  ferry  station 
to  the  project  site  (similar  to  the  existing  service  provided 
between  AT&T  Park  and  Alameda  and  Marin  Counties  by 
Golden  Gate  Transit,  Alameda/Oakland  and  Vallejo  ferry 
service). 

• Providing  incentive  for  arrivals  by  bike. 

• Providing  transit  fare  incentives  to  event  ticket  holders. 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 


MMRP-17 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

MITIGATION 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Monitoring  and  Reporting 

The  project  sponsor  shall  retain  a qualified  transportation 
professional1  to  conduct  travel  surveys,  as  outlined  below,  and 
to  document  the  results  in  a Transportation  Demand  Management 
Report.  Prior  to  beginning  the  travel  survey,  the  transportation 
professional  shall  develop  the  data  collection  methodology  in 
consultation  with  and  approved  by  OCII  (or  its  designated 
representative,  such  as  the  Planning  Department's 
Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO))  and  in  consultation  with 
SFMTA.  It  is  anticipated  that  data  collection  would  occur  at 
least  during  four  days  for  two  different  types  of  events,  for  a 
total  of  eight  days  annually.  Specifically,  data  collection  shall  be 
conducted  during  at  least  two  weekday  and  two  weekend  NBA 
basketball  games  with  12,500  or  more  attendees,  and  two 
weekday  and  two  weekend  non-basketball  events  with 
attendance  of  12,500  or  more  attendees. 

The  schedule  of  the  travel  surveys  shall  be  as  follows: 

• Comprehensive  travel  surveys  of  basketball  game  attendees 
shall  be  conducted  between  December  and  April  of  every 
season. 

• Comprehensive  travel  surveys  of  non-basketball  event 
attendees  (conventions  events,  concerts,  family  shows,  etc.) 
could  be  collected  any  time  during  the  year. 

The  following  data  of  event  attendees  shall  be  collected  as  part 
of  the  travel  surveys: 

• Origin/destination  of  the  trip  (city,  zip  code, 
home/work/other) 

• Mode  of  travel  to/from  event  center 

- If  by  transit,  list  mode  and  name  of  transit  operator 
(AC  Transit,  BART,  Caltrain,  Muni,  etc.) 

- If  by  rail  or  ferry,  name  of  station  trip  started  and  ended 

The  Transportation  Demand  Management  Report  shall  be  performed  by  a qualified  transportation  professional  from  the  Planning  Department's  Transportation  Consultant  Pool. 


OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

- If  by  auto,  number  of  people  in  the  vehicle 

- If  by  auto,  parking  location  and  approximate  walking 
time  to  event  center 

- If  by  auto,  ask  if  following  trips  would  continue  as  auto, 
or  if  anticipate  a mode  shift. 

- If  by  bicycle  or  walking,  name  the  origin  of  the  trip.  If  a 
transfer  from  regional  transit,  name  the  origin  and  operator. 

• If  by  bike  share,  name  the  origin  (i.e.,  the  pick  up  location)  of 
the  trip.  Note  if  trip  is  a "last  mile"  connection  from  regional 
transit,  and  include  the  origin  and  operator. 

• Arrival  and  departure  times  at  the  event  center 

The  travel  survey  shall  employ  whatever  methodology 
necessary,  as  approved  by  the  OCII  (or  its  designee)  in 
consultation  with  SFMTA,  to  collect  the  above  described  data 
including  but  not  limited  to:  manual  or  automatic  (e.g.,  video  or 
tubes)  traffic  volume  counts,  intercept  surveys,  smart  phone 
application-based  surveys,  and  on-line  surveys. 

The  Transportation  Demand  Management  Report(s)  shall  be 
submitted  to  OCII,  or  its  designee,  for  review  within  30  days  of 
completion  of  the  data  collection.  If  OCII,  or  its  designee,  finds 
that  the  project  exceeds  the  stated  mode  share  performance 
standard,  the  project  sponsor  shall  revise  the  proposed  project's 
Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  to  incorporate  a set  of 
measures  that  would  lower  the  auto  mode  share.  OCII,  or  its 
designee,  shall  review  and  approve  the  revised  TMP.  For 
basketball  events,  the  TMP  shall  be  revised  by  no  later  than 
August  15th  of  the  calendar  year  to  ensure  adequate  lead  time 
to  implement  TDM  measures  prior  to  the  start  of  the  following 
basketball  season.  For  non-basketball  events,  the  proposed 
project's  TMP  shall  be  revised  within  90  days  of  submittal  of  the 
Transportation  Demand  Management  Report  to  incorporate  a set  of 
measure  that  would  lower  the  auto  mode  share. 

If  the  project  does  not  meet  the  stated  performance  standard,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  implement  TDM  measures  and  collect  data 
on  a semi-annual  basis  (i.e.,  twice  during  a calendar  year)  to 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

assess  their  effectiveness  for  basketball  games  and  other  events. 
The  implementation  of  TDM  measures  shall  be  intensified  until 
the  auto  mode  split  performance  standard  is  achieved.  Upon 
achievement  of  the  performance  standard,  the  project  sponsor 
may  resume  travel  survey  data  collection  for  basketball  and  non- 
basketball events  on  an  annual  basis.  If  the  sponsor  demonstrates 
three  consecutive  years  of  meeting  the  auto  mode  share 
performance  standard,  the  comprehensive  data  collection  effort 
may  occur  every  two  years. 

The  data  collection  plan  described  above  may  be  modified  by 
OCII,  or  its  designee,  in  consultation  with  SFMTA  if  field 
observations  and/or  other  circumstances  require  data  collection 
at  different  times  and/or  for  different  events  than  specified 
above.  The  modification  of  the  data  collection  plan,  however, 
shall  not  change  the  performance  standards  set  forth  in  this 
mitigation  measure. 

M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit 
and  Parking  Facilities  and  Monitoring  (Required  only  without 
implementation  of  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan) 

During  events  with  3,000  or  more  attendees,  the  project  sponsor 
shall  be  responsible  for  providing  trained  personnel  (e.g.,  off-duty 
SFPD  staff)  to  control  pedestrian,  bicycle  and  vehicular  flows  to 
and  from  the  event  center  at  the  intersections  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  project  site  and  to  ensure  that  Muni  platforms 
serving  the  site  are  not  over  capacity.  The  trained  personnel  shall 
be  provided  during  pre-  and  post-event  periods.  The  project 
sponsor  shall  ensure  that  conflicts  between  various  modes  are 
reduced  to  the  maximum  extent  possible  through  adequate 
staffing  of  trained  personnel  as  well  as  other  measures,  as 
appropriate. 

Other  pedestrian  management  measures  that  could  be 
implemented  include  but  are  not  limited  to:  installation  of 
barricades,  proper  signage  and  announcements  to  disperse 
patrons  to  other  streets  around  the  project  site,  such  as  to  Terry  A. 
Francois  Boulevard,  and  cross-marketing  incentives  such  as 
discounts  at  the  restaurant  and  retail  establishments  to  extend  the 

Project  Sponsor 

All  events  with  more  than 
3,000  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report  in  the  event  that  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service 
Plan  is  not  implemented 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.)- 

peak  departure  period.  Through  the  implementation  of  various 
strategies,  the  project  sponsor  shall  ensure  that  pedestrian 
conflicts  with  other  modes  are  minimized  by  separating  vehicles, 
bicycles,  transit  and  pedestrian  flows  to  the  greatest  extent 
possible,  including  ensuring  that  various  modes  are  adequately 
instructed  about  when  it  is  their  turn  to  proceed.  The  project 
sponsor  shall  also  ensure  that  Muni  platforms  are  not 
overcrowded  by  staging  event  attendees  on  tire  adjacent 
sidewalks  until  there  is  sufficient  space  on  the  Muni  platforms, 
which  are  proposed  to  be  expanded  as  part  of  the  project. 

At  the  intersection  of  Third/South,  the  trained  personnel  shall 
implement  strategies  to  allow  pedestrians  to  cross  the  street 
safely.  The  strategies  could  include  allowing  authorized 
personnel  to  manually  override  the  traffic  signal  and  direct 
pedestrians  to  cross,  erecting  temporary  pedestrian  crossing 
barriers,  allowing  use  of  the  closed  Third  Street  as  a pedestrian 
access  route,  providing  a defined  passenger  waiting  area  within 
the  closed  Third  Street,  and  shielding  passengers  waiting  to 
board  light  rail  from  adjacent  pedestrian  traffic. 

Monitoring  and  Reporting 

The  project  sponsor  shall  retain  a qualified  transportation 
professional2  to  conduct  field  observations  of  pedestrian 
hazards  and  safety  conditions  along  Third  Street  adjacent  to  the 
project  site,  as  outlined  below,  and  to  document  the  results  in  a 
Pedestrian  Access  Report.  City  staff  shall  verify  the  field  data 
collection  results.  Prior  to  beginning  field  observations,  the 
transportation  professional  shall  develop  the  data  collection 
methodology  in  consultation  with  and  approved  by  OCII,  or  its 
designee,  in  coordination  with  SFMTA.  The  data  collection 
methodology  shall  be  reviewed  and  revised  annually,  if 
appropriate.  Field  observations  shall  be  conducted  during  the 
following  event  types  and  attendance  levels: 

The  Transportation  Demand  Management  Report  shall  be  performed  by  a qualified  transportation  professional  from  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department's  Transportation  Consultant  Pool.  Available  online  at 
h ttp:Uwww.sf-plan n ing.org/i ndex.aspx ? page= 1886.  Accessed  May  28,  2015. 


OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 


M MRP-21 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

1 ^ 

• at  least  two  weekday  NBA  basketball  games  with  12,500  or 
more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekend  NBA  basketball  games  with  12,500  or 
more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekday  non-basketball  game  events  with 
12,500  or  more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekend  non-basketball  game  events  with 
12,500  or  more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekday  non-basketball  game  events  with  3,000 
to  9,000  attendees;  and, 

• at  least  two  weekend  non-basketball  game  events  with  3,000 
to  9,000  attendees;  and 

• at  least  two  weekday  convention  events  of  9,000  or  more 
attendees. 

The  pedestrian  hazard  and  safety  conditions  field  observations 
shall  occur  on  an  annual  basis.  The  Pedestrian  Access  Report  shall 
be  submitted  to  SFMTA,  OCII  and  Planning  Department  for 
review  within  30  days  of  completion  of  the  data  collection.  If  OCII 
finds  that  the  project  does  not  meet  the  performance  standard 
outlined  below,  the  Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  shall 
be  revised  to  incorporate  techniques  to  minimize  conflicts 
between  pedestrians  and  other  modes.  The  TMP  shall  be  revised 
within  90  days  of  submittal  of  the  Pedestrian  Access  Report.  When 
the  project  is  not  meeting  the  stated  performance  standard,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  collect  data  on  a semi-annual  basis  (i.e., 
twice  during  a calendar  year)  to  assess  the  effectiveness  of  various 
measures  incorporated  into  the  revised  TMP.  The  implementation 
of  various  measures  shall  be  intensified  until  pedestrian  access  to 
and  from  the  site  occurs  in  a safe  manner,  as  determined  by  OCII, 
or  its  designee. 

The  performance  standard  for  safe  pedestrian  operations  consists 
of  the  following:  substantial  numbers  of  pedestrians  are  not 
spilling  onto  the  Muni  right-of-way  area,  are  not  illegally  crossing 
Third  Street  midblock,  are  not  overcrowding  the  Muni  platforms, 
and  are  not  crossing  intersections  against  the  signal.  Upon 
achievement  of  the  performance  standard,  the  project  sponsor 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

may  resume  field  observations  for  basketball,  non-basketball 
and  convention  events  on  an  annual  basis.  If  the  sponsor 
demonstrates  three  consecutive  years  of  meeting  the 
performance  standard,  the  comprehensive  data  collection  effort 
may  occur  every  two  years. 

Further,  in  reviewing  the  Pedestrian  Access  Report,  OCII,  or  its 
designee,  may  adjust  the  size  of  the  events  for  which  this 
measure  is  applicable.  For  example,  if  small  scale  events  (e.g., 
those  with  5,000  attendees)  do  not  result  in  crosswalk  and/or 
Muni  platform  overcrowding  or  other  similar  pedestrian  safety 
conditions,  OCII,  or  its  designee,  may  revise  this  mitigation 
measure  to  apply  to  events  of  5,001  or  more  attendees. 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47:  Transportation 
System  Management  Plan’ 

Prepare  a TSM  Plan,  which  could  include  the  following: 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47. a:  Shuttle  Bus  - Operate 

shuttle  bus  service  between  Mission  Bay  and  regional  transit 
stops  in  San  Francisco  (e.g.,  BART,  Caltrain,  Ferry  Terminal, 
Transbay  Transit  Terminal),  and  specific  gathering  points  in 
major  San  Francisco  neighborhoods  (e.g.,  Richmond  and 
Mission  Districts). 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.b:  Transit  Pass  Sales  - Sell 
transit  passes  in  neighborhood  retail  stores  and  commercial 
buildings  in  the  Project  Area. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  SFMTA; 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.c:  Employee  Transit  Subsidies  - 
Provide  a system  of  employee  transportation  subsidies  for 
major  employers. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

3 The  Mission  Bay  South  Transportation  Management  Plan  incorporates  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measures  47a  - 47c,  and  47e  - 47i,  and  it  is  part  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Owners  Participation  Agreement  for 
development  within  Mission  Bay.  Because  the  project  sponsor  would  be  subject  to  the  Owner  Participation  Agreement,  these  mitigation  measures  were  assumed  to  be  part  of  the  proposed  project,  and  are  summarized 
here  for  informational  purposes.  The  Mission  Bay  Transportation  Management  Association  (Mission  Bay  TMA)  is  the  non-profit  organization  that  was  formed  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR 
Mitigation  Measure  E.46:  Transportation  Management  Organization,  and  implement,  as  appropriate,  the  Transportation  System  Management  measures  included  in  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measures  E.47: 
Transportation  System  Management  Plan.  The  Mission  Bay  TMA  submits  an  Annual  Report  to  OCII  on  the  Transportation  Management  Plan  activities,  including  the  Mission  Bay  TMA  shuttle  service  and  ridership, 
travel  surveys,  Transportation  Demand  Management  marketing  efforts,  and  other  transportation  planning  coordination  with  SFMTA. 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.)  1 

• FSE1R  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.e : Secure  Bicycle  Parking  - 
Provide  secure  bicycle  parking  area  in  parking  garages  of 
residential  buildings,  office  buildings,  and  research  and 
development  facilities.  Provide  secure  bicycle  parking  areas 
by  1)  constructing  secure  bicycle  parking  at  a ratio  of  1 
bicycle  parking  space  for  each  20  automobile  parking  spaces, 
and  2)  carry  out  an  annual  survey  program  during  project 
development  to  establish  trends  in  bicycle  use  and  to 
estimate  actual  demand  for  secure  bicycle  parking  and  for 
sidewalk  bicycle  racks,  increasing  the  number  of  secure 
bicycle  parking  spaces  or  racks  either  in  new  buildings  or  in 
existing  automobile  parking  facilities  to  meet  the  estimated 
demand.  Provide  secure  bicycle  racks  throughout  Mission 
Bay  for  the  use  of  visitors. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.f.  Appropriate  Street  Lighting  - 
Ensure  that  streets  and  sidewalks  in  Mission  Bay  are 
sufficiently  lit  to  provide  pedestrians  and  bicyclists  with  a 
greater  sense  of  safety,  and  thereby  encourage  Mission  Bay 
employees,  visitors  and  residents  to  walk  and  bicycle  to  and 
from  Mission  Bay. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.g:  Transit  and  Pedestrian  and 
Bicycle  Route  Information  - Provide  maps  of  the  local  and 
citywide  pedestrian  and  bicycle  routes  with  transit  maps  and 
information  on  kiosks  throughout  the  Project  Area  to 
promote  multi-modal  travel. 

SFMTA  to  provide  in 
connection  with  transit 
shelters  and  other  transit 
signage;  Project  Sponsor 
through  participation  in  the 
TMA 

In  conjunction  with  transit 
shelter  and  signage  plans 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.H:  Parking  Management 

Strategies  - Establish  parking  management  guidelines  for  the 
private  operators  of  parking  facilities  in  the  Project  Area. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47i : Flexible  Work 

Hours/Telecommuting  - Where  feasible,  offer  employees  in 
the  Project  Area  the  opportunity  to  work  on  flexible 
schedules  and/or  telecommute  so  they  could  avoid  peak 
hour  traffic  conditions. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  warranted  by 
development;  ongoing 
review  with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.49:  Ferry  Service  - Make  a good 
faith  effort  to  assist  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  and  others  in 
ongoing  studies  of  the  feasibility  of  expanding  regional  ferry 
service.  Make  good  faith  efforts  to  assist  in  implementing 
feasible  study  recommendations. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  Port 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3 

M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound 

Tire  project  sponsor  shall  develop  and  implement  a Noise  Control 
Plan  for  operations  at  the  proposed  entertainment  venues  to 
reduce  the  potential  for  noise  impacts  from  public  address  and/or 
amplified  music.  This  Noise  Control  Plan  shall  contain  the 
following  elements: 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  comply  with  noise  controls  and 
restrictions  in  applicable  entertainment  permit  requirements 
for  outdoor  concerts. 

Project  Sponsor 

Submission  of  noise 
control  plan  prior  to 
applicable  outdoor  events 
or  as  required  to  obtain 
necessary  permits 

San  Francisco  Entertainment 
Commission 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  for  each 
applicable  event  or  as  required 
to  obtain  necessary  permits 

• Speaker  systems  shall  be  directed  away  from  the  nearest 
sensitive  receptors  to  the  degree  feasible. 

• Outdoor  speaker  systems  shall  be  operated  consistent  with  the 
restrictions  of  Section  2909  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code, 
and  conform  to  a performance  standard  of  8 dBA  and  dBC 
over  existing  ambient  L90  noise  levels  at  the  nearest  residential 
use. 

M-NO-4b:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit 

As  part  of  the  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit  process,  the  project 
sponsor  shall  develop  and  implement  a Noise  Control  Plan  for 
operations  at  the  proposed  entertainment  venue  to  reduce  the 
potential  for  noise  impacts  from  interior  event  noise.  This  Noise 
Control  Plan  shall,  at  a minimum,  contain  the  following  elements: 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  comply  with  noise  controls  and 
restrictions  in  applicable  entertainment  permit  requirements. 

• The  establishment  shall  provide  adequate  ventilation  within 
the  structures  such  that  doors  and/or  windows  are  not  left 
open  for  such  purposes  resulting  in  noise  emission  from  the 
premises. 

Project  Sponsor 

Submission  of  noise 
control  plan  as  required  by 
Place  of  Entertainment 
Permit 

San  Francisco  Entertainment 
Commission 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  permit 
approval 
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Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3  (cont.) 

• There  shall  be  no  noise  audible  outside  the  establishment 
during  the  daytime  or  nighttime  hours  that  violates  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  Section  49  or  2900  et.  seq. 
Further,  no  sound  from  the  establishment  shall  be  audible 
inside  any  surrounding  residences  or  businesses  that  violates 
San  Francisco  Police  Code  section  2900  et.  seq. 

• Permit  holder  shall  take  all  reasonable  measures  to  ensure 
the  sidewalks  adjacent  to  the  premises  are  not  blocked  or 
unnecessarily  affected  by  patrons  or  employees  due  to  the 
operations  of  the  premises  and  shall  provide  security 
whenever  patrons  gather  outdoors. 

• Permit  holder  shall  provide  a cell  phone  number  to  all 
interested  neighbors  that  will  be  answered  at  all  times  by  a 
manager  or  other  responsible  person  who  has  the  authority 
to  adjust  volume  and  respond  to  other  complaints  whenever 
entertainment  is  provided. 

M-C-NO-1:  Construction  Noise  Control  Measures 

Contractors  shall  employ  site-specific  noise  attenuation 
measures  during  construction  to  reduce  the  generation  of 
construction  noise.  These  measures  shall  be  included  in  a Noise 
Control  Plan  that  shall  be  submitted  for  review  and  approval  by 
the  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  to  ensure  that 
construction  noise  is  reduced  to  the  degree  feasible.  Measures 
specified  in  the  Noise  Control  Plan  and  implemented  during 
project  construction  shall  include,  at  a minimum,  the  following 
noise  control  strategies: 

• Equipment  and  trucks  used  for  construction  shall  use  the 
best  available  noise  control  techniques  (e,g„  improved 
mufflers,  equipment  redesign,  use  of  intake  silencers,  ducts, 
engine  enclosures,  and  acoustically  attenuating  shields  or 
shrouds). 

• Construction  equipment  with  lower  noise  emission  ratings 
shall  be  used  whenever  possible,  particularly  for  air 
compressors. 

Project  Sponsor  and 
Construction  Contractor 

Submit  plan  prior  to 
issuance  of  construction 
site  permit; 

implementation  of  plan 
ongoing  during 
construction 

OCII;  DBI 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Periodic  during 
construction 
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Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3  (cont.) 

• Sound-control  devices  no  less  effective  than  those  provided  by 
the  manufacturer  shall  be  provided  on  all  construction 
equipment. 

• Impact  tools  (e.g.,  jack  hammers,  pavement  breakers,  and  rock 
drills)  used  for  construction  shall  be  hydraulically  or 
electrically  powered  wherever  possible  to  avoid  noise 
associated  with  compressed  air  exhaust  from  pneumatically 
powered  tools.  Where  use  of  pneumatic  tools  is  unavoidable, 
an  exhaust  muffler  on  the  compressed  air  exhaust  shall  be 
used;  this  muffler  can  lower  noise  levels  from  the  exhaust  by 
up  to  about  10  dBA.  External  jackets  on  the  tools  themselves 
shall  be  used  where  feasible;  this  could  achieve  a reduction  of 
5 dBA.  Quieter  procedures,  such  as  use  of  drills  rather  than 
impact  tools,  shall  be  used  where  feasible. 

• Stationary  noise  sources  such  as  material  stockpiles  and 
vehicle  staging  areas  shall  be  located  as  far  from  adjacent 
receptors  as  possible. 

• Enclosures  and  mufflers  for  stationary  equipment  shall  be 
provided,  impact  tools  shall  be  shrouded  or  shielded,  and 
barriers  shall  be  installed  around  particularly  noisy  activities 
at  the  construction  sites  so  that  the  line  of  sight  between  the 
construction  activities  and  nearby  sensitive  receptor  locations 
is  blocked  to  the  extent  feasible. 

• Unnecessary  idling  of  internal  combustion  engines  shall  be 
prohibited. 

• Construction-related  vehicles  and  equipment  shall  be 
required  to  use  designated  truck  routes  to  travel  to  and  from 
the  project  sites  as  determined  in  consultation  with  the 
SFMTA  as  part  of  the  permit  process  prior  to  construction 
(see  Improvement  Measure  I-TR-1:  Construction 
Management  Plan  and  Public  Updates) 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  designate  a point  of  contact  to 
respond  to  noise  complaints.  The  point  of  contact  must  have 
the  authority  to  modify  construction  noise-generating 
activities  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  measures  above  and 
with  the  San  Francisco  Noise  Ordinance. 
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l “1 

1 1 

'1 

M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

A.  Construction  Emissions  Minimization  Plan.  Prior  to  issuance  of 
a construction  permit,  the  project  sponsor  shall  submit  a 
Construction  Emissions  Minimization  Plan  (Plan)  to  the  OCII 
or  its  designated  representative  for  review  and  approval  by 
an  Air  Quality  Specialist.  The  Plan  shall  detail  project 
compliance  with  the  following  requirements: 

1 . All  off-road  equipment  greater  than  25  horsepower  (hp) 
and  operating  for  more  than  20  total  hours  over  the  entire 
duration  of  construction  activities  shall  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

a)  Where  access  to  alternative  sources  of  power  are 
reasonably  available,  portable  diesel  engines  shall  be 
prohibited.  Where  portable  diesel  engines  are  required 
because  alternative  sources  of  power  are  not 
reasonably  available,  the  diesel  engine  shall  meet  the 
equipment  compliance  step-down  schedule  in  Table 
M-AQ-1-1 

TABLE  M-AQ-1-1 

OFF-ROAD  EQUIPMENT  COMPLIANCE  STEP-DOWN  SCHEDULE 


Compliance 

Alternative 

Engine  Emission 
Standard 

Emissions  Control 

1 

Tier  4 Interim 

ARB  NOx  VDECS  (40%)4 

2 

Tier  3 

ARB  NOx  VDECS  (40%) 

3 

Tier  2 

ARB  NOx  VDECS  (40%) 

How  to  use  the  table:  If  the  requirements  of  (A)(1)(b)  cannot  be  met, 
then  the  project  sponsor  would  need  to  meet  Compliance  Alternative 
1.  Should  the  project  sponsor  not  be  able  to  supply  off-road 
equipment  meeting  Compliance  Alternative  1,  then  Compliance 
Alternative  2 would  need  to  be  met.  Should  the  project  sponsor  not  be 
able  to  supply  off-road  equipment  meeting  Compliance  Alternative  2, 
then  Compliance  Alternative  3 would  need  to  be  met. 


Project  Sponsor  and 
Construction  Contractor 


Submit  plan  prior  to 
issuance  of  construction 
site  permit  and 
implementation  of  plan 
ongoing  during 
construction;  Final  plan 
within  six  months  of  the 
completion  of  construction. 


Project  sponsor  to  submit  a 
Construction  Emissions 
Minimization  Plan  to  the 
OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  for  review 
and  approval  by  an  Air 
Quality  Specialist 


As  specified  in  the  measure 


4 http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/verdev/vt/cvt.htm 
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b)  Ail  off-road  equipment  shall  have  engines  that  meet 
either  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (USEPA) 
or  California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB)  Tier  4 off- 
road emission  standards.  If  engines  that  comply  with 
Tier  4 off-road  emission  standards  are  not  commercially 
available,  then  the  project  sponsor  shall  provide  the  next 
cleanest  piece  of  off-road  equipment  as  provided  by  the 
step  down  schedules  in  Table  M-AQ-1-1. 

i.  For  purposes  of  this  mitigation  measure, 
"commercially  available"  shall  mean  tire  availability 
of  Tier  4 equipment  taking  into  consideration  factors 
such  as:  (i)  critical  path  timing  of  construction;  (ii) 
geographic  proximity  to  the  Project  site  of  equipment; 
and  (iii)  geographic  proximity  of  access  to  off  haul 
deposit  sites. 

ii.  The  project  sponsor  shall  maintain  records  concerning 
its  efforts  to  comply  with  this  requirement. 

2.  The  project  sponsor  shall  require  the  idling  time  for  off- 
road and  on-road  equipment  be  limited  to  no  more  than 
two  minutes,  except  as  provided  in  exceptions  to  the 
applicable  state  regulations  regarding  idling  for  off-road 
and  on-road  equipment.  Legible  and  visible  signs  shall  be 
posted  in  multiple  languages  (English,  Spanish,  and 
Chinese)  in  designated  queuing  areas  and  at  the 
construction  site  to  remind  operators  of  the  two  minute 
idling  limit. 

3.  The  project  sponsor  shall  require  that  construction 
operators  properly  maintain  and  tune  equipment  in 
accordance  with  manufacturer  specifications. 

4.  The  Plan  shall  include  estimates  of  the  construction 
timeline  by  phase  with  a description  of  each  piece  of  off- 
road equipment  required  for  every  construction  phase. 
Off-road  equipment  descriptions  and  information  may 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to:  equipment  type, 
equipment  manufacturer,  equipment  identification 
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number,  engine  model  year,  engine  certification  (Tier 
rating),  horsepower,  engine  serial  number,  and  expected 
fuel  usage  and  hours  of  operation.  For  VDECS  installed: 
technology  type,  serial  number,  make,  model,  manufacturer, 
CARB  verification  number  level,  and  installation  date  and 
hour  meter  reading  on  installation  date.  For  off-road 
equipment  using  alternative  fuels,  reporting  shall  indicate 
the  type  of  alternative  fuel  being  used.  Renewable  diesel 
shall  be  considered  as  an  alternative  fuel  if  it  can  be 
demonstrated  to  OCII  or  the  City's  air  quality  specialists  that 
it  is  compatible  with  tiered  engines  and  that  emissions  of 
ROG  and  NOx  from  transport  of  fuel  to  the  project  site  will 
not  offset  its  NOx  reduction  potential.  The  plan  shall  also 
include  estimates  of  ROG  and  NOx  emissions. 

5.  The  project  sponsor  shall  keep  the  Plan  available  for  public 
review  on  site  during  working  hours.  The  project  sponsor 
shall  post  at  the  perimeter  of  the  project  site  a legible  and 
visible  sign  summarizing  the  requirements  of  the  Plan.  The 
sign  shall  also  state  that  the  public  may  ask  to  inspect  the 
Plan  at  any  time  during  working  hours,  and  shall  explain 
how  to  request  inspection  of  the  Plan.  Signs  shall  be  posted 
on  all  sides  of  the  construction  site  that  face  a public  right- 
of-way.  The  project  sponsor  shall  provide  copies  of  the  Plan 
to  members  of  the  public  as  requested. 

B.  Reporting.  Quarterly  reports  shall  be  submitted  to  the  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative  indicating  the  construction  phase 
and  off-road  equipment  information  used  during  each  phase 
including  the  information  required  in  A(4).  In  addition,  for  off- 
road equipment  using  alternative  fuels,  reporting  shall  include 
the  actual  amount  of  alternative  fuel  used. 

Within  six  months  of  the  completion  of  construction 
activities,  the  project  sponsor  shall  submit  to  the  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative  a final  report  summarizing 
construction  activities.  The  final  report  shall  indicate  the  start 
and  end  dates  and  duration  of  each  construction  phase.  For 
each  phase,  the  report  shall  include  detailed  information 
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required  in  A(4).  In  addition,  for  off-road  equipment  using 
alternative  fuels,  reporting  shall  include  the  actual  amount  of 
alternative  fuel  used. 

C.  Certification  Statement  and  On-site  Requirements.  Prior  to  the 
commencement  of  construction  activities,  the  project  sponsor 
must  certify  (1)  compliance  with  the  Plan,  and  (2)  all 
applicable  requirements  of  the  Plan  have  been  incorporated 
into  contract  specifications. 

M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 

The  project  sponsor  shall  implement  the  following  measures: 

• Provision  of  outlets  for  electrically  powered  landscape 
equipment 

• Use  of  renewable  diesel  to  power  back-up  diesel  generators  if 
it  can  be  demonstrated  to  OCII  or  the  City's  air  quality 
specialists  that  it  is  compatible  with  tiered  engines  and  that 
emissions  of  ROG  and  NOx  from  transport  of  fuel  to  the 
project  site  will  not  offset  its  NOx  reduction  potential. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2c:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  (see  Section  5.2, 
Transportation  and  Circulation,  Impact  TR-2) 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  (see 
Section  5.2,  Transportation  and  Circulation,  Impact  TR-11) 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  completion  of 
construction,  and  prior  to 
issuance  of  certificate  of 
occupancy 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Provide  outlets  upon 
completion  of  final  design 

Use  of  renewable  diesel  to  be 
conducted  as  available; 

See  above  for  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2c  and  TR-11  c 

M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 

Upon  completion  of  construction,  and  prior  to  issuance  of 
certificate  of  occupancy,  the  project  sponsor,  with  the  oversight 
of  OCII  or  its  designated  representative,  shall  either: 

1)  Pay  a mitigation  offset  fee  to  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District's  (BAAQMD)  Strategic  Incentives 
Division  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $18,030  per  weighted 
ton  of  ozone  precursors  per  year  requiring  emissions  offsets 
plus  a 5 percent  administrative  fee  to  fund  one  or  more 
emissions  reduction  projects  within  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
Area  Air  Basin  (SFBAAB).  This  fee  is  intended  to  fund 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  completion  of 
construction,  and  prior  to 
issuance  of  certificate  of 
occupancy 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
acceptance  of  fee  by  BAAQMD 
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emissions  reduction  projects  to  achieve  reductions  of  17  tons 
of  ozone  precursors  per  year,  the  estimated  tonnage  of 
operational  and  construction-related  emissions  offsets 
required.  Documentation  of  payment  shall  be  provided  to 
OCI1  or  its  designated  representative. 

The  project  sponsor  shall  provide  calculations  to  the 
satisfaction  of  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  of  the 
final  amount  of  emissions  from  construction  activities  based 
on  the  reporting  requirements  of  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
AQ-1,  which  shall  consider  the  final  destination  of  off- 
hauled  soil  and  construction  waste  materials  by  on-road 
trucks,  contributions  from  Electrical  Power  Distribution 
System  Expansion,  and  the  degree  of  compliance  with  off- 
road equipment  engine  types  that  were  commercially 
available.  If  the  calculated  construction  emissions  of  ozone 
precursors  require  offsets  in  excess  of  17  tons  per  year,  then 
the  applicant  shall  provide  the  additional  offset  amount 
commensurate  with  the  calculated  ozone  precursor 
emissions  exceeding  17  tons  per  year. 

Acceptance  of  this  fee  by  the  BAAQMD  shall  serve  as  an 
acknowledgment  and  commitment  by  the  BAAQMD  to: 

(1)  implement  an  emissions  reduction  project(s)  within  one 
year  of  receipt  of  the  mitigation  fee  to  achieve  the  emission 
reduction  objectives  specified  above;  and  (2)  provide 
documentation  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  and 
to  the  project  sponsor  describing  the  project(s)  funded  by 
the  mitigation  fee,  including  the  amount  of  emissions  of 
ROG  and  NOx  reduced  (tons  per  year)  within  the  SFBAAB 
from  the  emissions  reduction  project(s).  If  there  is  any 
remaining  unspent  portion  of  the  mitigation  offset  fee 
following  implementation  of  the  emission  reduction 
project(s),  the  project  sponsor  shall  be  entitled  to  a refund  in 
that  amount  from  the  BAAQMD.  To  qualify  under  this 
mitigation  measure,  the  specific  emissions  retrofit  project 
must  result  in  emission  reductions  within  the  SFBAAB  that 
would  not  otherwise  be  achieved  through  compliance  with 
existing  regulatory  requirements;  or 
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Nl-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets,  Option  2 

2)  Directly  implement  a specific  offset  project  to  achieve 

reductions  of  17  tons  per  year  of  ozone  precursors  (or  greater 
as  described  in  item  1 above).  To  qualify  under  this 
mitigation  measure,  the  specific  emissions  retrofit  project 
must  result  in  emission  reductions  within  the  SFBAAB  that 
would  not  otherwise  be  achieved  through  compliance  with 
existing  regulatory  requirements.  Prior  to  implementation  of 
the  offset  project,  the  project  sponsor  must  obtain  OCII's 
approval  of  the  proposed  offset  project  by  providing 
documentation  of  the  estimated  amount  of  emissions  of  ROG 
and  NOx  to  be  reduced  (tons  per  year)  within  the  SFBAAB 
from  the  emissions  reduction  project(s).  The  project  sponsor 
shall  notify  OCII  within  six  months  of  completion  of  the 
offset  project  for  OCII  verification. 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  completion  of 
construction,  and  prior  to 
issuance  of  certificate  of 
occupancy 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  project  and 
OCII's  verification 

Wind  and  Shadow,  SEIR  Section  5.6 

M-VVS-l:  Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce 
Project  Off -site  Wind  Hazards 

The  project  sponsor  shall  develop  and  implement  design 
measures  to  reduce  the  identified  project  off-site  wind  hazards. 
The  project  sponsor  has  selected  a specific  on-site  design 
modification  (installation  of  a solid  canopy  with  a porous  vertical 
standoff  at  the  ground  level  of  tire  southwest  corner  of  the 
proposed  16th  Street  office  building)  that  is  demonstrated  to  be 
effective  in  reducing  the  project  wind  hazard  impact  to  a less- 
than-significant  level.  Other  measures  may  include  additional  on- 
site project  design  modifications  or  additions,  additional  on-site 
landscaping;  and  the  implementation  of  potential  additional  off- 
site streetscape  landscaping  or  other  off-site  wind-reducing 
features.  Potential  on-  and/or  off-site  project  site  wind-reduction 
design  measures  developed  by  the  sponsor  would  be  coordinated 
with,  and  subject  to  review  and  approval,  by  OCII. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
building  permit. 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  final  design 
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Utilities  and  Service  Systems,  SEIR  Section  5.7  | 

M-C-UT-4:  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Mariposa  Pump 
Station  Upgrades 

Upon  determination  by  the  SFPUC  of  the  nature  and  cost  of 
needed  improvements,  the  project  sponsor  shall  pay  its  fair 
share  for  improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Station  and 
associated  wastewater  facilities  required  to  provide  adequate 
sewer  capacity  within  the  project  area  and  serve  the  project  as 
determined  by  the  SFPUC.  The  contribution  shall  be  in 
proportion  to  the  wastewater  flows  from  the  proposed  project 
relative  to  the  total  design  capacity  of  the  upgraded  pump 
station(s).  The  project  sponsor  shall  not  be  responsible  for  any 
share  of  costs  to  address  pre-existing  pump  station  deficiencies. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  determined  by  the 
SFPUC 

OCII;  SFPUC 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
acceptance  of  fee  by  SFPUC 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality/  Initial  Study  Section  E15  and  SEIR  Section  5.9 

M-H\-6.  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measures  K.2.  Participate  in  the 
City's  existing  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program.  Facilitate 
implementation  of  the  City's  Water  Pollution  Prevention 
Program  by  providing  and  installing  wastewater  sampling 
ports  in  any  building  anticipated  to  have  a potentially 
significant  discharge  of  pollutants  to  the  sanitary  sewer,  as 
determined  by  the  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program  of  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission's  Bureau  of 
Environmental  Regulation  and  Management,  and  in  locations  as 
determined  by  the  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
building  permit 

OCII;  SFPUC 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  final  design 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4 

M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or  Data 
Recovery  Program 

Based  on  a reasonable  presumption  that  archaeological 
resources  may  be  present  within  the  project  site,  the  following 
measures  shall  be  undertaken  to  avoid  any  potentially 
significant  adverse  effect  from  the  proposed  project  on  buried 
or  submerged  historical  resources.  The  project  sponsor  shall 
retain  the  services  of  an  archaeological  consultant  approved  by 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative  such  as  those  from  the 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  construction 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  and  approval  of 
report 
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Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

rotational  Department  Qualified  Archaeological  Consultants 
List  (QACL)  maintained  by  the  Planning  Department 
archaeologist.  The  project  sponsor  shall  contact  the  Department 
archaeologist  to  obtain  the  names  and  contact  information  for 
the  next  three  archaeological  consultants  on  the  QACL.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  undertake  an  archaeological 
testing  program  as  specified  herein.  In  addition,  the  consultant 
shall  be  available  to  conduct  an  archaeological  monitoring 
and/or  data  recovery  program  if  required  pursuant  to  this 
measure.  The  archaeological  consultant's  work  shall  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  this  measure  at  the  direction  of 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  All  plans  and  reports 
prepared  by  the  consultant  as  specified  herein  shall  be 
submitted  first  and  directly  to  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  for  review  and  comment,  and  shall  be  considered 
draft  reports  subject  to  revision  until  final  approval  by  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative.  Archaeological  monitoring  and/or 
data  recovery  programs  required  by  this  measure  could 
suspend  construction  of  the  project  for  up  to  a maximum  of  four 
weeks.  At  the  direction  of  the  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative,  the  suspension  of  construction  can  be  extended 
beyond  four  weeks  only  if  such  a suspension  is  the  only  feasible 
means  to  reduce  to  a less  than  significant  level  potential  effects  on 
a significant  archaeological  resource  as  defined  in  CEQA 
Guidelines  Sect.  15064.5  (a)(c). 

Consultation  with  Descendant  Communities:  On  discovery  of 
an  archaeological  site5  associated  with  descendant  Native 
Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese,  or  other  descendant  group  an 
appropriate  representative6  of  the  descendant  group  and  OCII 
or  its  designated  representative  shall  be  contacted.  The 
representative  of  the  descendant  group  shall  be  given  the 

5 The  term  “archaeological  site"  is  intended  here  to  include,  at  a minimum,  any  archaeological  deposit,  feature,  burial,  or  evidence  of  burial. 

6 An  "appropriate  representative"  of  the  descendant  group  is  here  defined  to  mean,  in  the  case  of  Native  Americans,  any  individual  listed  in  the  current  Native  American  Contact  List  for  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  maintained  by  the  California  Native  American  Heritage  Commission  and  in  the  case  of  the  Overseas  Chinese,  the  Chinese  Historical  Society  of  America.  An  appropriate  representative  of  other  descendant 
groups  should  be  determined  in  consultation  with  the  Department  archaeologist. 
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Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cent.) 

opportunity  to  monitor  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the 
site  and  to  consult  with  OCII  or  its  designated  representative 
regarding  appropriate  archaeological  treatment  of  the  site,  of 
recovered  data  from  the  site,  and,  if  applicable,  any 
interpretative  treatment  of  the  associated  archeological  site.  A 
copy  of  the  Final  Archaeological  Resources  Report  shall  be 
provided  to  the  representative  of  the  descendant  group. 

Archaeological  Testing  Program.  The  archaeological  consultant 
shall  prepare  and  submit  to  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  for  review  and  approval  an  archaeological 
testing  plan  (ATP).  The  archaeological  testing  program  shall  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  the  approved  ATP.  The  ATP  shall 
identify  the  property  types  of  the  expected  archaeological 
resource(s)  that  potentially  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
proposed  project,  the  testing  method  to  be  used,  and  the 
locations  recommended  for  testing.  The  purpose  of  the 
archaeological  testing  program  will  be  to  determine  to  the 
extent  possible  the  presence  or  absence  of  archaeological 
resources  and  to  identify  and  to  evaluate  whether  any 
archaeological  resource  encountered  on  the  site  constitutes  an 
historical  resource  under  CEQA. 

At  the  completion  of  the  archaeological  testing  program,  the 
archaeological  consultant  shall  submit  a written  report  of  the 
findings  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  If  based  on  the 
archaeological  testing  program  the  archaeological  consultant 
finds  that  significant  archaeological  resources  may  be  present, 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative  in  consultation  with  the 
archaeological  consultant  shall  determine  if  additional  measures 
are  warranted.  Additional  measures  that  may  be  undertaken 
include  additional  archaeological  testing,  archaeological 
monitoring,  and/or  an  archaeological  data  recovery  program. 

No  archaeological  data  recovery  shall  be  undertaken  without 
the  prior  approval  of  OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  If 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative  determines  that  a 
significant  archaeological  resource  is  present  and  that  the 
resource  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the  proposed  project,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  project  sponsor  either: 

Project  Sponsor 

Testing  Plan:  Completed 
prior  to  issuance  of  any 
permit  authorizing  soils 
disturbance 
Testing  program: 
Completed  prior  to 
commencement  of  any 
soils  disturbing 
construction  activity 

Testing  Report:  Completed 
prior  to  commencement  of 
any  soils  disturbing 
activity 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
approval  of  testing  program 
and  written  report; 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
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Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

A.  The  proposed  project  shall  be  re-designed  so  as  to  avoid  any 
adverse  effect  on  the  significant  archaeological  resource;  or 

B.  A data  recovery  program  shall  be  implemented,  unless  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative  determines  that  the  archaeological 
resource  is  of  greater  interpretive  than  research  significance  and 
that  interpretive  use  of  the  resource  is  feasible. 

Archaeological  Monitoring  Program.  If  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  in  consultation  with  the  archaeological 
consultant  determines  that  an  archaeological  monitoring 
program  shall  be  implemented  the  archaeological  monitoring 
program  shall  minimally  include  the  following  provisions: 

• The  archaeological  consultant,  project  sponsor,  and  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative  shall  meet  and  consult  on  the  scope 
of  the  AMP  reasonably  prior  to  any  project-related  soils 
disturbing  activities  commencing.  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  in  consultation  with  the  archaeological 
consultant  shall  determine  what  project  activities  shall  be 
archaeologically  monitored.  In  most  cases,  any  soils- 
disturbing  activities,  such  as  demolition,  foundation  removal, 
excavation,  grading  utilities  installation,  foundation  work, 
driving  of  piles  (foundation,  shoring  etc.),  site  remediation, 
etc.,  shall  require  archaeological  monitoring  because  of  the  risk 
these  activities  pose  to  potential  archaeological  resources  and 
to  their  depositional  context; 

• The  archeological  consultant  shall  advise  all  project  contractors 
to  be  on  the  alert  for  evidence  of  the  presence  of  the  expected 
resource(s),  of  how  to  identify  the  evidence  of  the  expected 
resource(s),  and  of  the  appropriate  protocol  in  the  event  of 
apparent  discovery  of  an  archaeological  resource; 

• The  archaeological  monitor(s)  shall  be  present  on  the  project 
site  according  to  a schedule  agreed  upon  by  the 
archaeological  consultant  and  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  until  OCII  or  its  designated  representative 
has,  in  consultation  with  project  archaeological  consultant, 
determined  that  project  construction  activities  could  have  no 
effects  on  significant  archaeological  deposits; 

Project  Sponsor 

Monitoring  Program: 
Development  of  program 
work  scope  prior  to 
commencement  of  soils 
disturbing  construction 
activity;  monitoring 
activity  to  occur  during  site 
excavation  and 
construction,  as  per 
monitoring  program 

Monitoring  Report:  Report 
submitted  to  OCII  upon 
completion  of  monitoring 
Program 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
approval  of  program 

OC1I  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.)  1 

• The  archaeological  monitor  shall  record  and  be  authorized  to 
collect  soil  samples  and  artifactual/ecofactual  material  as 
warranted  for  analysis; 

• If  an  intact  archaeological  deposit  is  encountered,  all  soils- 
disturbing  activities  in  the  vicinity  of  the  deposit  shall  cease. 
The  archaeological  monitor  shall  be  empowered  to 
temporarily  redirect  demolition/excavation/pile  driving/ 
construction  activities  and  equipment  until  the  deposit  is 
evaluated.  If  in  the  case  of  pile  driving  activity  (foundation, 
shoring,  etc.),  the  archaeological  monitor  has  cause  to  believe 
that  the  pile  driving  activity  may  affect  an  archaeological 
resource,  the  pile  driving  activity  shall  be  terminated  until  an 
appropriate  evaluation  of  the  resource  has  been  made  in 
consultation  with  OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  immediately  notify  the  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative  of  the  encountered  archaeological 
deposit.  The  archaeological  consultant  shall  make  a reasonable 
effort  to  assess  the  identity,  integrity,  and  significance  of  the 
encountered  archaeological  deposit,  and  present  the  findings 
of  this  assessment  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative. 

Whether  or  not  significant  archaeological  resources  are 
encountered,  the  archaeological  consultant  shall  submit  a written 
report  of  tire  findings  of  the  monitoring  program  to  the  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative. 

Archaeological  Data  Recovery  Program.  The  archaeological 
data  recovery  program  shall  be  conducted  in  accord  with  an 
archaeological  data  recovery  plan  (ADRP).  The  archaeological 
consultant,  project  sponsor,  and  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  shall  meet  and  consult  on  the  scope  of  the  ADRP 
prior  to  preparation  of  a draft  ADRP.  The  archaeological 
consultant  shall  submit  a draft  ADRP  to  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative.  The  ADRP  shall  identify  how  the  proposed  data 
recovery  program  will  preserve  the  significant  information  the 
archaeological  resource  is  expected  to  contain.  That  is,  the 
ADRP  will  identify  what  scientific/historical  research  questions 
are  applicable  to  the  expected  resource,  what  data  classes  the 

Project  Sponsor 

Data  Recovery  Plan: 
Development  of  Program 
work  scope,  in  conjunction 
with  work  scope  for 
Archeological  Monitoring 
Program  prior  to 
commencement  of  soils 
disturbance  construction 
activity.  More  specific  or 
detailed  subsequent  work 
scope  may  be  required  by 
OCII  upon  completion  of 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
approval  of  program 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 


MMRP-38 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

resource  is  expected  to  possess,  and  how  the  expected  data 
classes  would  address  the  applicable  research  questions.  Data 
recovery,  in  general,  should  be  limited  to  the  portions  of  the 
historical  property  that  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
proposed  project.  Destructive  data  recovery  methods  shall  not 
be  applied  to  portions  of  the  archaeological  resources  if 
nondestructive  methods  are  practical. 

The  scope  of  the  ADRP  shall  include  the  following  elements: 

• Field  Methods  and  Procedures.  Descriptions  of  proposed  field 
strategies,  procedures,  and  operations. 

• Cataloguing  and  Laboratory  A)ialysis.  Description  of  selected 
cataloguing  system  and  artifact  analysis  procedures. 

• Discard  and  Deaccession  Policy.  Description  of  and  rationale 
for  field  and  post-field  discard  and  deaccession  policies. 

• Interpretive  Program.  Consideration  of  an  on-site/off-site 
public  interpretive  program  during  the  course  of  the 
archaeological  data  recovery  program. 

• Security  Measures.  Recommended  security  measures  to 
protect  the  archaeological  resource  from  vandalism,  looting, 
and  non-intentionally  damaging  activities. 

• Final  Report.  Description  of  proposed  report  format  and 
distribution  of  results. 

• Duration.  Description  of  the  procedures  and 
recommendations  for  the  curation  of  any  recovered  data 
having  potential  research  value,  identification  of  appropriate 
curation  facilities,  and  a summary  of  the  accession  policies  of 
the  curation  facilities. 

Archeological  Monitoring 
Program  and  Report 
Data  Recovery  program: 
Activity  to  occur  during 
and  subsequent  to 
construction  activity,  as 
per  Data  Recovery 
Program 

Human  Remains  and  Associated  or  Unassociated  Funerary 
Objects.  The  treatment  of  human  remains  and  of  associated  or 
unassociated  funerary  objects  discovered  during  any  soils 
disturbing  activity  shall  comply  with  applicable  State  and 
Federal  laws.  This  shall  include  immediate  notification  of  the 
Coroner  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  in  the 
event  of  the  Coroner's  determination  that  the  human  remains 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  discovery,  if 
applicable 

Coroner;  OC1I 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
Applicant  notification  to  OCII, 
Coroner,  and,  if  applicable, 
California  State  Native 
American  Heritage 
Commission 

OCI1  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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are  Native  American  remains,  notification  of  the  California  State 
Native  American  Heritage  Commission  (NAHC)  who  shall 
appoint  a Most  Likely  Descendant  (MLD)  (Pub.  Res.  Code  Sec. 
5097.98).  The  archaeological  consultant,  project  sponsor,  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative,  and  MLD  shall  make  all 
reasonable  efforts  to  develop  an  agreement  for  the  treatment  of, 
with  appropriate  dignity,  human  remains  and  associated  or 
unassociated  funerary  objects  (CEQA  Guidelines.  Sec. 
15064.5(d)).  The  agreement  should  take  into  consideration  the 
appropriate  excavation,  removal,  recordation,  analysis, 
custodianship,  curation,  and  final  disposition  of  the  human 
remains  and  associated  or  unassociated  funerary  objects. 

Final  Archaeological  Resources  Report.  The  archeological 
consultant  shall  submit  a Draft  Final  Archaeological  Resources 
Report  (FARR)  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  that 
evaluates  the  historical  significance  of  any  discovered 
archaeological  resource  and  describes  the  archaeological  and 
historical  research  methods  employed  in  the  archaeological 
testing/monitoring/data  recovery  program(s)  undertaken. 
Information  that  may  put  at  risk  any  archaeological  resource  shall 
be  provided  in  a separate  removable  insert  within  the  final  report. 

Once  approved  by  OCII  or  its  designated  representative,  copies  of 
the  FARR  shall  be  distributed  as  follows:  California 
Archaeological  Site  Survey  Northwest  Information  Center 
(NWIC)  shall  receive  one  (1)  copy  and  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  shall  receive  a copy  of  the  transmittal  of  the  FARR 
to  the  NWIC.  As  requested  by  OCII,  the  Environmental  Planning 
division  of  the  Planning  Department  shall  receive  one  bound,  one 
unbound  and  one  unlocked,  searchable  PDF  copy  on  CD  of  the 
FARR  along  with  copies  of  any  formal  site  recordation  forms  (CA 
DPR  523  series)  and/or  documentation  for  nomination  to  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places/California  Register  of 
Historical  Resources.  In  instances  of  high  public  interest  in  or  the 
high  interpretive  value  of  the  resource,  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  may  require  a different  final  report  content,  format, 
and  distribution  than  that  presented  above. 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  completion  of 
testing,  monitoring  and 
data  recovery  programs: 
For  Horizontal  Developer  - 
prior  to  determination  of 
substantial  completion  of 
infrastructure  at  each  sub- 
phase; For  Vertical 
Developer  - Prior  to 
issuance  of  Certificate  of 
Temporary  or  Final 
Occupancy,  whichever 
occurs  first 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
applicant  submittal  of  final 
approved  report  as  specified  in 
measure 

OCII  Case  No.  HR  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources 

The  following  mitigation  measure  is  required  to  avoid  any 
potential  adverse  effect  from  the  proposed  project  on  accidentally 
discovered  buried  or  submerged  historical  resources  as  defined  in 
CEQA  Guidelines  Section  1 5064.5 (a )(c) . The  project  sponsor  shall 
distribute  the  Planning  Department  archaeological  resource 
"ALERT"  sheet  to  the  project  prime  contractor;  to  any  project 
subcontractor  (including  demolition,  excavation,  grading, 
foundation,  pile  driving,  etc.  firms);  or  utilities  firm  involved  in 
soils  disturbing  activities  within  the  project  site.  Prior  to  any  soils 
disturbing  activities  being  undertaken  each  contractor  is 
responsible  for  ensuring  that  tire  "ALERT"  sheet  is  circulated  to 
all  field  personnel,  including  machine  operators,  field  crew,  pile 
drivers,  supervisory  personnel,  etc.  The  project  sponsor  shall 
provide  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  with  a 
signed  affidavit  from  the  responsible  parties  (prime  contractor, 
subcontractor(s),  and  utilities  firm)  confirming  that  all  field 
personnel  have  received  copies  of  the  Alert  Sheet. 

Should  any  indication  of  an  archaeological  resource  be 
encountered  during  any  soils  disturbing  activity  of  the  project,  the 
project  Head  Foreman  and/or  project  sponsor  shall  immediately 
notify  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  and  shall 
immediately  suspend  any  soils  disturbing  activities  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  discovery  until  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative 
has  determined  what  additional  measures  should  be  undertaken. 
If  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  determines  that  an 
archaeological  resource  may  be  present  within  the  project  site,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  retain  the  services  of  an  archaeological 
consultant  from  the  pool  of  qualified  archaeological  consultants 
maintained  by  the  Planning  Department  archaeologist.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  advise  OCII  officer  or  its 
designated  representative  as  to  whether  the  discovery  is  an 
archaeological  resource,  retains  sufficient  integrity,  and  is  of 
potential  scientific/historical/cultural  significance.  If  an 
archaeological  resource  is  present,  the  archaeological  consultant 
shall  identify  and  evaluate  the  archaeological  resource.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  make  a recommendation  as  to 
what  action,  if  any,  is  warranted.  Based  on  this  information,  OCII 

Project  sponsor 

Throughout  the 
demolition  and 
excavation  period 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  as  specified 
in  the  measure 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

officer  or  its  designated  representative  may  require,  if  warranted, 
specific  additional  measures  to  be  implemented  by  the  project 
sponsor. 

Measures  might  include:  preservation  in  situ  of  the  archaeological 
resource;  an  archaeological  monitoring  program;  or  an 
archaeological  testing  program.  If  an  archaeological  monitoring 
program  or  archaeological  testing  program  is  required,  it  shall  be 
consistent  with  the  Environmental  Planning  (EP)  division 
guidelines  for  such  programs.  OCII  officer  or  its  designated 
representative  may  also  require  that  the  project  sponsor 
immediately  implement  a site  security  program  if  the 
archaeological  resource  is  at  risk  from  vandalism,  looting,  or  other 
damaging  actions. 

The  project  archaeological  consultant  shall  submit  a Final 
Archaeological  Resources  Report  (FARR)  to  OCII  officer  or  its 
designated  representative  that  evaluates  the  historical  significance 
of  any  discovered  archaeological  resource  and  describing  the 
archaeological  and  historical  research  methods  employed  in  the 
archaeological  monitoring/data  recovery  program(s)  undertaken. 
Information  that  may  put  at  risk  any  archaeological  resource  shall 
be  provided  in  a separate  removable  insert  within  the  final  report. 
Copies  of  the  Draft  FARR  shall  be  sent  to  OCII  officer  or  its 
designated  representative  for  review  and  approval.  Once 
approved  by  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative,  copies  of 
the  FARR  shall  be  distributed  as  follows;  California  Archaeological 
Site  Survey  Northwest  Information  Center  (NWIC)  shall  receive 
one  (1)  copy  and  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  shall 
receive  a copy  of  the  transmittal  of  the  FARR  to  the  NWIC.  OCII 
and  tire  Environmental  Planning  division  of  the  Planning 
Department  shall  each  receive  one  bound  copy,  one  unbound  copy 
and  one  unlocked,  searchable  PDF  copy  on  CD  three  copies  of  the 
FARR  along  with  copies  of  any  formal  site  recordation  forms  (CA 
DPR  523  series)  and/or  documentation  for  nomination  to  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places/Califomia  Register  of 
Historical  Resources.  In  instances  of  high  public  interest  or 
interpretive  value,  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative 
may  require  a different  final  report  content,  format,  and 
distribution  than  that  presented  above. 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitication 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Biological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E13 

M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds 

To  the  extent  practicable,  vegetation  removal  and  grading  of  the 
site  in  advance  of  new  site  construction  shall  be  performed 
between  September  1 and  January  31  in  order  to  avoid  breeding 
and  nesting  season  for  birds.  If  these  activities  cannot  be 
performed  during  this  period,  a preconstruction  survey  of 
onsite  vegetation  for  nesting  birds  shall  be  conducted  by  a 
qualified  biologist. 

hr  coordination  with  the  OC11  or  its  designated  representative, 
pre-construction  surveys  of  onsite  vegetation  shall  be  performed 
during  bird  breeding  season  (February  1 - August  31)  no  more 
than  14  days  prior  to  vegetation  removal,  grading,  or  initiation 
of  construction  in  order  to  locate  any  active  passerine  nests 
within  250  feet  of  the  project  site  and  any  active  raptor  nests 
within  500  feet  of  the  project  site.  Surveys  shall  be  performed  in 
accessible  areas  within  500  feet  of  the  project  site  and  include 
suitable  habitat  within  line  of  sight  as  access  is  available.  If 
active  nests  are  found  on  either  the  project  site  or  within  the 
500-foot  survey  buffer  surrounding  the  project  site,  no-work 
buffer  zones  shall  be  established  around  the  nests.  Buffer 
distances  will  consider  physical  and  visual  barriers  between  the 
active  nest  and  project  activities,  existing  noise  sources  and 
disturbance,  as  well  as  sensitivity  of  the  bird  species  to 
disturbance.  Modification  of  standard  buffer  distances,  250  feet 
for  active  passerine  nests  and  500  feet  for  active  raptor  nests, 
will  be  determined  by  a qualified  biologist  in  consultation  with 
the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  (CDFW).  No 
vegetation  removal  or  ground-disturbing  activities  including 
grading  or  new  construction  shall  occur  within  a buffer  zone 
until  young  have  fledged  or  the  nest  is  otherwise  abandoned  as 
determined  by  the  qualified  biologist. 

If  construction  work  during  the  nesting  season  stops  for  1 4 day s 
or  more  and  then  resumes,  then  nesting  bird  surveys  shall  be 
repeated,  to  ensure  that  no  new  birds  have  begun  nesting  in  the 
area. 

Project  Sponsor 

Not  more  than  15  days 
prior  to  vegetation  removal 
and  grading  activities  that 
occur  between  February  1 
and  August  31 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  preconstruction 
nesting  bird  surveys  or 
completion  of  vegetation 
removal  and  grading  activities 
outside  of  the  bird  breeding 
season 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Biological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E13 

Mitigation  Measure  \l-Bl-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices 

The  project  sponsor  shall  design  and  implement  the  project 
consistent  with  the  San  Francisco  Standards  for  Bird-Safe 
Buildings  and  Planning  Code  Section  139,  as  approved  by  OCII. 
OCII  shall  consult  with  the  Planning  Department  and  the 
Zoning  Administrator  concerning  project  consistency  with 
Planning  Code  Section  139. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
architectural  addendum  to 
building  permit 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
construction  in  accordance 
with  final  approved  plans 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16 

M-HZ-la:  Guidelines  for  Handling  Biohazardous  Materials 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  1.1 . Require  businesses 
that  handle  biohazardous  materials  and  do  not  receive  federal 
funding  to  certify  that  they  follow  the  guidelines  published  by  the 
National  Research  Council  and  the  United  States  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  Public  Health  Service,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  and  Centers  for  Disease  Control,  as  set  forth 
in  Biosafety  in  Microbiological  and  Biomedical  Laboratories, 
Guidelines  for  Research  Involving  Recombinant  DNA  Molecules 
(NIH  Guidelines),  and  Guide  for  the  Care  and  Use  of  Laboratory 
Animals,  or  their  successors,  as  applicable. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  part  of  building  permit 
process;  provide  annual 
certification  thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  1.2.  Require  businesses 
handling  biohazardous  materials  to  certify  that  they  use  high 
efficiency  particulate  air  (HEPA)  filters  or  substantially 
equivalent  devices  on  all  exhaust  from  Biosafety  Level  3 
laboratories  unless  they  demonstrate  that  exhaust  from  their 
Biosafety  Level  3 laboratories  would  not  pose  substantial  health 
or  safety  hazards  to  the  public  or  the  environment.  Require  such 
businesses  to  certify  that  they  inspect  or  monitor  the  filters 
regularly  to  ensure  proper  functioning. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  part  of  building  permit 
process;  provide  annual 
certification  thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  1.3.  Require  businesses 
handling  biohazardous  materials  to  certify  that  they  do  not 
handle  or  use  biohazardous  materials  requiring  Biosafety  Level  4 
containment  (i.e.,  dangerous  or  exotic  materials  that  pose  high 
risks  of  life-threatening  diseases  or  aerosol-transmitted  infections, 
or  unknown  risks  of  transmission)  in  the  Project  Area. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  part  of  building  permit 
process;  provide  annual 
certification  thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16  (cont) 

M-HZ-lb:  Geologic  Investigation  and  Dust  Mitigation  Plan 
for  Naturally  Occurring  Asbestos 

The  project  sponsor  shall  conduct  a geologic  investigation  in 
accordance  with  the  guidelines  of  the  California  Geologic 
Survey  to  determine  the  naturally  occurring  asbestos  content  of 
fill  materials  to  be  excavated  at  the  project  site.  If  the 
investigation  determines  that  the  naturally  occurring  asbestos 
content  of  the  fill  materials  is  0.25  percent  or  greater,  the  project 
sponsor  or  its  construction  contractor  shall  submit  the 
appropriate  notification  forms  and  prepare  an  asbestos  dust 
mitigation  plan  in  accordance  with  the  Asbestos  ATCM.  The 
plan  shall  specify  measures  that  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  no 
visible  dust  crosses  the  property  boundary  during  construction. 
The  plan  must  specify  the  following  measures: 

• Prevent  and  control  visible  track-out  from  the  property 

• Ensure  adequate  wetting  or  covering  of  active  storage  piles 

• Control  disturbed  surface  areas  and  storage  piles  that  would 
remain  inactive  for  7 days  Control  traffic  on  on-site  unpaved 
roads,  parking  lots,  and  staging  areas,  including  a maximum 
vehicle  speed  of  15  miles  per  hour 

• Control  earthmoving  activities 

• Control  offsite  transport  of  dust  emissions  that  contain 
naturally-occurring  asbestos-containing  materials 

• Stabilize  disturbed  areas  following  construction 

The  asbestos  dust  mitigation  plan  shall  be  submitted  to  and 
approved  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District 
(BAAQMD)  prior  to  the  beginning  of  construction,  and  the  site 
operator  must  ensure  the  implementation  of  all  specified  dust 
mitigation  measures  throughout  the  construction  project.  In 
addition,  if  required  by  the  BAAQMD,  the  project  sponsor  or  a 
qualified  third  party  consultant  shall  conduct  air  monitoring  for 
offsite  migration  of  asbestos  dust  during  construction  activities 
and  shall  modify  the  dust  mitigation  plan  on  the  basis  of  the  air 
monitoring  results  if  necessary. 

Project  Applicant 

Prior  to  obtaining  a 
grading,  excavation,  site, 
building  or  other  permit 
from  the  City  that  includes 
soil  disturbance  activities. 
Ongoing  throughout 
construction  activity 

BAAQMD 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
approval  by  BAAQMD 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16  (cont) 

M-HZ-2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities 
Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  J.2.  Cany  out  a site- 
specific  risk  evaluation  for  each  site  in  a non-residential  area 
proposed  to  be  used  for  a public  school  or  child  care  facility; 
submit  to  RWQCB  for  review  and  approval.  If  cancer  risks 
exceed  1 x 10  5 and/or  noncancer  risk  exceeds  a Hazard  Index  of 
1,  carry  out  remediation  designed  to  reduce  risks  to  meet  these 
standards  or  select  another  site  that  is  shown  to  meet  these 
standards. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  OCII  approval  of  a 
child  care  facility 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
RWQCB  approval 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2 

I-TR-1:  Construction  Management  Plan  and  Public  Updates 

Construction  Coordination  - To  reduce  potential  conflicts 
between  construction  activities  and  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  transit 
and  vehicles  at  tire  project  site,  the  project  sponsor  shall  require 
that  the  contractor  prepare  a Construction  Management  Plan  for 
the  project  construction  period.  The  preparation  of  a Construction 
Management  Plan  could  be  a requirement  included  in  the 
construction  bid  package.  Prior  to  finalizing  the  Plan,  the  project 
sponsor/construction  contractor(s)  shall  meet  with  DPW,  SFMTA, 
the  Fire  Department,  Muni  Operations  and  other  City  agencies  to 
coordinate  feasible  measures  to  include  in  the  Construction 
Management  Plan  to  reduce  traffic  congestion,  including 
temporary  transit  stop  relocations  and  other  measures  to  reduce 
potential  traffic,  bicycle,  and  transit  disruption  and  pedestrian 
circulation  effects  during  construction  of  the  proposed  project. 
This  review  shall  consider  other  ongoing  construction  in  the 
project  vicinity,  such  as  construction  of  the  nearby  UCSF  LRDP 
projects  and  construction  on  Blocks  26  and  27. 

Carpool,  Bicycle,  Walk  and  Transit  Access  for  Construction 
Workers  - To  minimize  parking  demand  and  vehicle  trips 
associated  with  construction  workers,  the  construction  contractor 
shall  include  as  part  of  the  Construction  Management  Plan 
methods  to  encourage  carpooling,  bicycle,  walk  and  transit  access 
to  the  project  site  by  construction  workers  (such  as  providing 
transit  subsidies  to  construction  workers,  providing  secure 
bicycle  parking  spaces,  participating  in  free-to-employee  ride 
matching  program  from  www.511.org,  participating  in 
emergency  ride  home  program  through  the  City  of  San  Francisco 
(www.sferh.org),  and  providing  transit  information  to 
construction  workers. 

Construction  Worker  Parking  Plan  - As  part  of  the  Construction 
Management  Plan  that  would  be  developed  by  the  construction 
contractor,  the  location  of  construction  worker  parking  shall  be 
identified  as  well  as  the  person(s)  responsible  for  monitoring  the 
implementation  of  the  proposed  parking  plan.  The  use  of  on- 
street parking  to  accommodate  construction  worker  parking  shall 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
construction  site  permit 

OCII;  SFMTA;  DBI;  DPW 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report  prior  to  the  start  of 
construction  until  temporary 
certificate  of  occupancy 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  201 4. 1441 E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

be  discouraged.  All  construction  bid  documents  shall  include  a 
requirement  for  the  construction  contractor  to  identify  the 
proposed  location  of  construction  worker  parking.  If  on-site,  the 
location,  number  of  parking  spaces,  and  area  where  vehicles 
would  enter  and  exit  the  site  should  be  required.  If  off-site 
parking  is  proposed  to  accommodate  construction  workers,  the 
location  of  the  off-site  facility,  number  of  parking  spaces  retained, 
and  description  of  how  workers  would  travel  between  off-site 
facility  and  project  site  should  be  required. 

Project  Construction  Updates  for  Adjacent  Businesses  and 
Residents  - To  minimize  construction  impacts  on  access  to  nearby 
institutions  and  businesses,  the  project  sponsor  shall  provide 
nearby  residences  and  adjacent  businesses  with  regularly- 
updated  information  regarding  project  construction,  including 
construction  activities,  peak  construction  vehicle  activities  (e.g., 
concrete  pours),  travel  lane  closures,  and  parking  lane  and 
sidewalk  closures.  A regular  email  notice  shall  be  distributed  by 
the  project  sponsor  that  would  provide  current  construction 
information  of  interest  to  neighbors,  as  well  as  contact 
information  for  specific  construction  inquiries  or  concerns. 

I-TR-4:  Operational  Study  of  the  Southbound  Platform  at  the 
T Third  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  (Required  only  if  Muni 
Platform  Variant  is  not  implemented.) 

As  an  improvement  measure  to  enhance  T Third  operations  at  the 
UCSF/Mission  Bay  station  for  pre-event  arrivals,  the  project 
sponsor  shall  fund  a study  of  the  effects  of  pedestrian  flows  on 
Muni's  safety  and  operations  prior  to  an  event  as  well  as  the 
feasibility  and  efficacy  of  enlarging  the  southbound  platform  by 
extending  it  south  towards  16th  Street.  The  study  shall  include  an 
assessment  of  exiting  pedestrian  flows  from  a fully  occupied  two- 
car  light  rail  train  on  the  platform  and  ramp  to  the  crosswalk  at 
South  Street  across  Third  Street,  also  taking  into  consideration  the 
presence  of  non-event  transit  riders  waiting  to  board  the  train, 
service  frequency,  and  current  traffic  signal  operations.  The  study 
shall  be  performed  by  a qualified  transportation  professional 
approved  by  SFMTA. 

Project  Sponsor 

Commence  study  within 
one  year  of  project 
approval 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  study 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

I-TR-8:  Truck  and  Service  Vehicle  Loading  Operations  Plan 

As  an  improvement  measure  to  reduce  potential  conflicts 
between  driveway  operations,  including  loading  activities,  and 
pedestrians,  bicycles  and  vehicles  on  South  Street,  Terry  A. 
Francois  Boulevard,  and  16th  Street,  the  project  sponsor  shall 
prepare  a Loading  Operations  Plan,  and  submit  the  plan  for 
review  and  approval  by  the  OCII,  or  its  designee,  and  the 
SFMTA.  As  appropriate,  the  Loading  Operations  Plan  shall  be 
periodically  reviewed  by  the  sponsor,  the  OCII  or  its  designee, 
and  SFMTA  and  revised  if  required  to  more  appropriately 
respond  to  changes  in  street  or  circulation  conditions. 

The  Loading  Operations  Plan  shall  include  a set  of  guideline 
related  to  the  operation  of  the  on-site  and  on-street  loading 
facilities,  as  well  as  large  truck  curbside  access  guidelines;  it  shall 
also  specify  driveway  attendant  responsibilities  to  minimize  truck 
queuing  and/or  substantial  conflicts  between  project-generated 
loading/unloading  activities  and  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  transit 
and  autos.  Elements  of  the  Loading  Operations  Plan  shall  include: 

• Commercial  loading  activities  within  on-street  commercial 
loading  spaces  on  South  Street,  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard, 
and  16th  Street  shall  comply  with  all  posted  time  limits  and  all 
other  posted  restrictions. 

• Double  parking  or  any  form  of  illegal  parking  or  truck 
loading/unloading  shall  not  be  permitted  on  any  streets 
adjacent  to  the  project  site,  and  particularly  on  16th  Street 
which  would  include  a bicycle  lane.  Working  with  the  SFMTA 
Parking  Control  Officers,  building  management  shall  ensure 
that  no  truck  loading/unloading  activities  occur  within  the 
bicycle  lanes  on  16th  Street. 

• All  move-in  and  move-out  activities  for  commercial  office  uses 
shall  be  coordinated  by  building  management,  and,  in  the 
event  that  moving  trucks  cannot  be  accommodated  within  the 
below-grade  loading  area,  building  management  shall  obtain  a 
reserved  curbside  permit  from  the  SFMTA  in  advance  of 
move-in  or  move-out  activities. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
occupancy  permit 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  Loading 
Operations  Plan 

OCII  Case  No.  HR  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 


MMRP-49 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

MONITORING  AND 

Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

I-TR-10a:  UCSF  Emergency  Vehicle  Access  and  Garage 
Signage  Plan 

As  an  improvement  measure  to  enhance  access  for  emergency 
vehicles  and  other  visitors  to  the  UCSF  Children's  Hospital 
emergency  room  and  parking  facilities  at  the  UCSF  Medical 
Center,  the  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  UCSF,  SFMTA, 
Caltrans,  and  DPW  to  develop  and  implement  a UCSF 
emergency  vehicle  access  and  garage  signage  plan  for  1-280  and 
Mariposa,  Owens,  and  16th  Streets  to  reflect  desirable  access 
routes  for  UCSF  and  event  center  access. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
occupancy  permit 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  Vehicle  Access 
and  Garage  Signage  Plan 

I-TR-10b:  Mariposa  Street  Restriping  Study 

In  connection  with  the  Mission  Bay  Plan  improvements  to  the  I- 
280  on-  and  off-ramps  at  Mariposa  Street  and  the  Owens  Street 
extension,  the  SFMTA  will  be  reevaluating  the  travel  lane  striping 
plan  for  Mariposa  Street  between  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and 
Fourth  Street.  As  part  of  this  evaluation,  the  SFMTA  will  assess 
the  feasibility  of  lengthening  the  dedicated  left  turn  lane  from 
eastbound  Mariposa  Street  onto  northbound  Fourth  Street.  The 
evaluation  is  anticipated  to  take  place  in  2016,  two  years  prior  to 
the  opening  of  the  proposed  event  center.  A re-evaluation  may  be 
needed  following  the  opening  of  the  event  center.  Therefore,  as  an 
improvement  measure  to  enhance  access  to  the  UCSF  Medical 
Center  Children's  Hospital,  subsequent  to  the  opening  of  the 
event  center,  the  project  sponsor  shall  retain  a qualified 
transportation  professional  approved  by  SFMTA  to  conduct  a 
traffic  engineering  study  to  evaluate  potential  changes  to  the 
travel  lane  configuration  and  related  signage  on  Mariposa  Street 
between  the  1-280  ramps  and  Fourth  Street.  The  study,  to  be 
conducted  in  consultation  with  UCSF  and  SFMTA,  would  be 
used  to  determine  if  the  dedicated  eastbound  left  turn  lane  into 
Fourth  Street/UCSF  passenger  loading/unloading  and  emergency 
vehicle  entrance  to  the  UCSF  Children's  Hospital  should  be 
extended  west  from  its  existing  length  of  about  150  feet  to  provide 
for  a longer  queuing  area  separated  from  event-related  traffic 
flow.  If  the  study  recommends  restriping  the  project  sponsor 
shall  fund  SFMTA's  cost  of  the  design  and  implementation  of  the 
restriping. 

Project  Sponsor;  SFMTA 

Prior  to  second  year  of 
operation  of  the  event 
center 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  Restriping 
Study;  Restriping  of  Mariposa 
Street  if  recommended 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3 

I-NO-1:  Mission  Bay  Good  Neighbor  Construction  Noise  Policy 

Tire  project  sponsor  shall  comply  with  the  Mission  Bay  Good 
Neighbor  Policy  and  limit  all  extreme  noise-generating 
construction  activities  to  8:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  No  pile  driving  or  other  extreme  noise  generating  activity 
is  permitted  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  holidays. 

Project  Sponsor 

Ongoing  during 
construction 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  construction 

Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5 

I-C-GG-l:  Purchase  Voluntary  Carbon  Credits 
Construction  Emissions:  No  later  than  six  (6)  months  after  tire 
issuance  of  a Temporary  Certificate  of  Occupancy  for  the  project, 
the  project  sponsor  shall  provide  to  the  Office  of  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure  (OCII),  a calculation  of  the  net 
additional  emissions  resulting  from  the  construction  of  the 
project,  to  be  calculated  in  accordance  with  the  methodology 
agreed  upon  by  the  California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB)  in 
connection  with  the  AB  900  certification  of  the  project.  The  project 
sponsor  shall  provide  courtesy  copies  of  the  calculations  to  CARB 
and  the  Governor's  office  promptly  following  transmittal  of  the 
calculations  to  OCII.  The  project  sponsor  shall  enter  into  one  or 
more  contracts  to  purchase  voluntary  carbon  credits  from  a 
qualified  greenhouse  gas  emissions  broker  in  an  amount 
sufficient  to  offset  the  construction  emissions.  The  project  sponsor 
shall  provide  courtesy  copies  of  any  such  contracts  to  the  ARB 
and  the  Governor's  office  promptly  following  the  execution  of 
such  contracts. 

Project  Sponsor 

No  later  than  six  months 
after  the  issuance  of  a 
Temporary  Certificate  of 
Occupancy  for  the  project 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
receipt  of  supporting 
documentation 

Operational  Emissions:  No  later  than  six  (6)  months  after  project 
stabilization,  to  be  defined  as  the  date  following  project 
completion  when  the  project  is  90  percent  leased  and  occupied 
(and  with  respect  to  the  arena  component,  90  percent  of  the 
available  booking  dates  are  utilized),  the  project  sponsor  shall 
submit  to  OCII  a projection  of  operational  emissions  arising  from 
the  project,  based  on  data  accumulated  to  that  date  and 
reasonable  projections  of  operational  emissions  for  the  useful  life 
of  the  project  (30  years),  to  be  calculated  in  accordance  with  the 
methodology  agreed  upon  by  CARB  in  connection  with  the  AB 
900  certification  of  the  project.  The  project  sponsor  shall  provide 

Project  Sponsor 

No  later  than  six  months 
after  project  stabilization, 
to  be  defined  as  the  date 
following  project 
completion  when  the 
project  is  90  percent  leased 
and  occupied  (and  with 
respect  to  the  arena 
component,  90  percent  of 
the  available  booking 
dates  are  utilized) 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
receipt  of  supporting 
documentation 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5  (cont) 

courtesy  copies  of  the  calculations  to  CARB  and  the  Governor's 
office  promptly  following  transmittal  of  the  calculations  to 
OCII.  The  project  sponsor  shall  enter  into  one  or  more  contracts 
to  purchase  voluntary  carbon  credits  from  a qualified 
greenhouse  gas  emissions  broker  in  an  amount  sufficient  to 
offset  the  operational  emissions,  on  a net  present  value  basis  in 
light  of  the  fact  that  the  project  sponsor  is  proposing  to  acquire 
such  credits  in  advance  of  any  creation  of  the  emissions  subject 
to  the  offset.  The  project  sponsor  shall  provide  courtesy  copies 
of  any  such  contracts  to  CARB  and  the  Governor's  office 
promptly  following  the  execution  of  such  contracts. 
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Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2 

Impact  TR-1:  The  proposed  project  would  not  result  in 
construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts  because 
of  their  temporary  and  limited  duration. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Parking  and  Traffic  Regulations  for 
Working  in  San  Francisco  Streets  (The  Blue  Book),  8th  Edition 

Impact  C-TR-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative 
construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Parking  and  Traffic  Regulations  for 
Working  in  San  Francisco  Streets  (The  Blue  Book),  8th  Edition 

Noise  and  Vibration,  SE1R  Section  5.3 

Impact  NO-2:  Construction  of  the  proposed  project  would 
not  expose  people  to  or  generate  noise  levels  in  excess  of 
standards  established  in  the  local  general  plan,  noise 
ordinance,  or  applicable  standards  of  other  agencies. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Police  Code  Article  29  (Regulation  of  Noise). 

Impact  NO-4:  Operation  of  the  proposed  project  could 
result  in  exposure  of  persons  to  or  generation  of  noise  levels 
in  excess  of  standards  established  in  the  San  Francisco 
General  Plan  or  San  Francisco  Noise  Ordinance. 

LSM 

• San  Francisco  Police  Code  Article  29  (Regulation  of  Noise). 

Air  Quality,  SEIR  Section  5.4 

Impact  NO-2:  Construction  of  the  proposed  project  would 
not  expose  people  to  or  generate  noise  levels  in  excess  of 
standards  established  in  the  local  general  plan,  noise 
ordinance,  or  applicable  standards  of  other  agencies. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Police  Code  Article  29  (Regulation  of  Noise). 

Impact  AQ-1:  Construction  of  the  proposed  project  would 
generate  fugitive  dust  and  criteria  air  pollutants,  which 
would  violate  an  air  quality  standard,  contribute 
substantially  to  an  existing  or  projected  air  quality 
violation,  or  result  in  a cumulatively  considerable  net 
increase  in  criteria  air  pollutants. 

SUM 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  22B  and  San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section 
106.A.3.2.6  (Construction  Dust  Control  Ordinance) 

Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5 

Impact  C-GG-1:  The  proposed  project  would  generate 
greenhouse  gas  emissions,  but  not  at  levels  that  would  result 
in  a significant  impact  on  the  environment  or  conflict  with 
any  policy,  plan,  or  regulation  adopted  for  the  purpose  of 
reducing  greenhouse  gas  emissions. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Section  427  (Commuter  Benefits  Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Section  427(d)  (Emergency  Ride  Home  Program) 

• Mission  Bay  South  Transportation  Management  Program  (established  by  1998  Mission  Bay 
FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47  and  contains  provisions  equivalent  to  San  Francisco 
Planning  Code  Section  163) 

• San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  411  (Transit  Impact  Development  Fee) 
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Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5  (cont.) 

Impact  C-GG-l  (cont.) 

• Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  Mission  Bay  South  Owner  Participation 
Agreement,  affordable  housing  requirements  (contains  provisions  equivalent  to  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  413  Jobs  Housing  Linkage  Program) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.10  and  Title  24  of  the  California 
Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.106.5  (Fuel  Efficient 
Vehicle  and  Carpool  Parking) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.201.1.1  (Energy  Efficiency) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.4  and  Title  24  of  the  California 
Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Sections  5.410 
(Commissioning  of  Building  Energy  Systems) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Management) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.2  and  Title  24  of  the  California 
Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.303.2  (Reduction  of 
Water  Use) 

• San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  63  (Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.5  (Renewable  Energy) 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code,  Chapter  19  and  Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative 
Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.410.1  (Mandatory  Recycling  and 
Composting) 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code,  Chapter  14,  San  Francisco  Building  Code  Chapter  13B, 
San  Francisco  Health  Code  Section  288  (Construction  and  Demolition  Debris  Recovery 
Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.3  (Construction  and  Demolition  Debris 
Recycling) 

• Mission  Bay  Street  Tree  Master  Plan,  tree  planting  requirements  (contains  provisions 
equivalent  to  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  138.1) 

• California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.106.8  (Light  Pollution  Reduction) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  Article  4.2,Section  146  (Construction  Site  Runoff  Control) 

• California  Green  Building  Code,  Sections  5.508.1.2  and  5.508.2  (Enhanced  Refrigerant 
Management) 

• California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.504.4  (Finish  Material  Pollutant  Control:  Low- 
emitting  Adhesives,  Sealants,  Caulks,  Paints,  Coatings,  Composite  wood,  and  Flooring) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section  3111.3;  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.503.1 
(Wood  Burning  Fireplace  Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  30  (Regulation  of  Diesel  Backup  Generators) 
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Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Utilities  and  Service  Systems,  Initial  Study  Section  Ell  and  SEIR  Section  5.7 

Impact  UT-1:  The  City's  water  service  provider  would 
have  sufficient  water  supply  available  to  serve  the  project 
from  existing  entitlements  and  resources,  and  would  not 
require  new  or  expanded  water  supply  resources  or 
entitlements. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures  (Water  Efficiency) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Water  Efficiency) 

Impact  UT-3:  The  proposed  project  would  be  served  by 
landfills  with  sufficient  permitted  capacity  to 
accommodate  the  project's  solid  waste  disposal  needs. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Zero  Waste  Goal  (75  Percent  Waste  Diversion  from  Landfills) 

• San  Francisco  Construction  and  Demolition  Waste  Ordinance  No.  27-06  (Recycling  of 
Construction  and  Demolition  Debris) 

• San  Francisco  Food  Service  Waste  Reduction  Ordinance  (Ban  on  Polystyrene  Containers; 
Requires  Recyclable  Containers) 

• San  Francisco  Mandatory  Recycling  and  Composting  Ordinance  No.  100-09  (Separation 
of  Waste  Types) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Diversion  of  Demolition  Debris) 

Impact  UT-4:  The  proposed  project  would  comply  with 
federal,  state,  and  local  statutes  and  regulations  related  to 
solid  waste. 

LS 

• California  Integrated  Waste  Management  Act  of  1989  (Diversion  of  Wastes  from 
Landfills) 

• San  Francisco  Construction  and  Demolition  Waste  Ordinance  No.  27-06  (Recycling  of 
Construction  and  Demolition  Debris) 

• San  Francisco  Mandatory  Recycling  and  Composting  Ordinance  No.  100-09  (Separation 
of  Waste  Types) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Diversion  of  Demolition  Debris) 

Impact  C-UT-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative  utilities 
and  service  systems  impacts  (water  supply  and  solid 
waste). 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures  (Water  Efficiency) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Water  Efficiency  and  Diversion  of  Demolition  Debris) 

• California  Integrated  Waste  Management  Act  of  1989  (Diversion  of  Wastes  from 
Landfills) 

• San  Francisco  Construction  and  Demolition  Waste  Ordinance  No.  27-06  (Recycling  of 
Construction  and  Demolition  Debris) 

• San  Francisco  Mandatory  Recycling  and  Composting  Ordinance  No.  100-09  (Separation 
of  Waste  Types) 
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Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality,  Initial  Study  Section  E15  and  SE1R  Section  5.9 

Impacts  HY-1:  The  project  would  not  violate  water  quality 
standards  or  otherwise  substantially  degrade  water 
quality  with  respect  to  construction  activities,  including 
construction  dewatering. 

ls 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and 
Land  Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ  (Erosion) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

Impact  HY-la:  The  project  would  not  violate  water  quality 
standards  or  otherwise  substantially  degrade  water  quality 
with  respect  to  construction-related  dewatering. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

• VOC  and  Fuel  General  NPDES  permit,  Order  Number  R2-2012-0012  (Groundwater 
Discharges) 

Impact  HY-3:  The  project  would  not  alter  the  existing 
drainage  pattern  of  the  area  in  a manner  that  would  result  in 
substantial  erosion,  siltation,  or  flooding  on-  or  off-site,  and 
the  project  would  not  substantially  increase  the  rate  or 
amount  of  surface  runoff  that  would  result  in  flooding  on- 
or  off-site. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  Water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

Impact  HY-5:  The  project  would  not  expose  people  or 
structures  to  a significant  risk  of  loss,  injury  or  death 
involving  inundation  by  seiche  or  tsunami. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter 
16  - Structural  Design 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code,  Chapter  16  - 
Structural  Design 

Impact  HY-6:  Operation  of  the  proposed  project  could 
exceed  the  wastewater  treatment  requirements  of  the 
NPDES  permit  for  the  SEWPCP,  violate  water  quality 
standards  or  waste  discharge  requirements,  otherwise 
substantially  degrade  water  quality  as  a result  of  changes 
in  wastewater  and  storm  water  discharges  to  the  Bay,  or 
exceed  the  capacity  of  the  separate  storm  water  system 
constructed  in  Mission  Bay,  or  provide  a substantial  source 
of  polluted  runoff.  Operation  of  the  proposed  project  would 
not  contribute  to  a substantial  increase  in  combined  sewer 
discharges. 

LSM 

• NPDES  Permit  No.  CA0037664,  Order  No.R2-2013-0029,  for  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  North  Point  Wet  Weather  Facility, 
Bayside  Wet  Weather  Facilities  and  Wastewater  Collection  System  (Contribution  to 
Combined  Sewer  Discharges  and  Effluent  Discharges  from  SEWPCP) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1  (Effluent  Discharges  from  SEWPCP) 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  the  Discharge  of  Storm  Water  from  Small  Municipal  Separate 
Storm  Sewer  System  (MS4s),  SWRCB  Order  No.  2003-0005-DWQ  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  Water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  6,  Garbage  and  Refuse  (Litter) 

Impact  C-HY-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  past, 
present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects  in  the 
site  vicinity,  would  not  result  in  a considerable 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  on  hydrology  and 
water  quality  with  respect  to  construction  activities, 
dewatering,  groundwater  supplies,  drainage  pattern, 
flooding,  seiche  or  tsunami. 

LS 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and 
Land  Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ  (Erosion) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

• VOC  and  Fuel  General  NPDES  permit,  Order  Number  R2-2012-0012  (Groundwater 
Discharges)  ( Per  Impact  HY-la) 
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T able  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality,  Initial  Study  Section  E15  and  SEIR  Section  5.9  (cont.) 

Impact  C-HY-1  (cont.) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter 
16  - Structural  Design  (Tsunami) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code,  Chapter  16  - 
Structural  Design  (Tsunami) 

Impact  C-HY-2:  The  proposed  project,  in  combination 
with  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future 
projects  in  the  site  vicinity,  would  not  exceed  the 
wastewater  treatment  requirements  of  the  NPDES  permit 
for  the  SEWPCP;  violate  water  quality  standards  or  waste 
discharge  requirements,  or  otherwise  substantially 
degrade  water  quality  as  a result  of  changes  in  wastewater 
and  storm  water  discharges  to  the  Bay;  or  exceed  the 
capacity  of  the  separate  storm  water  system  constructed  in 
Mission  Bay,  or  provide  a substantial  source  of  polluted 
runoff.  Cumulative  wet  weather  flows  would  not 
contribute  to  an  increase  in  combined  sewer  discharges. 

LS 

• NPDES  Permit  No.  CA0037664,  Order  No. R2-201 3-0029,  for  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  North  Point  Wet  Weather  Facility, 
Bayside  Wet  Weather  Facilities  and  Wastewater  Collection  System  (Contribution  to 
Combined  Sewer  Discharges  and  Effluent  Discharges  from  SEWPCP) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  the  Discharge  of  Storm  Water  from  Small  Municipal  Separate 
Storm  Sewer  System  (MS4s),  SWRCB  Order  No.  2003-0005-DWQ  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  Water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  6,  Garbage  and  Refuse  (Litter) 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4 

Impact  CP-4:  The  proposed  project  would  not  disturb  any 
human  remains,  including  those  interred  outside  of  formal 
cemeteries. 

LS 

• California  Public  Resources  Code  Section  5097.98;  California  Administrative  Code,  Title 
14,  Section  15064.5(d)  and  (3).  (Proper  Notification  and  Internment  of  Human  Remains) 

Geology  and  Soils,  Initial  Study  Section  E14 

Impact  GE-1:  The  proposed  project  would  not  expose 
people  or  structures  to  potential  substantial  adverse 
effects,  including  the  risk  of  loss,  injury,  or  death  involving 
rupture  of  a known  earthquake  fault,  seismic  ground 
shaking,  seismically-induced  ground  failure,  or  landslides. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter  16 
- Structural  Design  and  Chapter  18  - Soils  and  Foundations 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code,  Chapter  16  - 
Structural  Design 

• Seismic  Hazards  Mapping  Act  of  1990  (Assessment  and  Mitigation  of  Liquefaction  Hazards) 

Impact  GE-2:  The  project  would  not  result  in  substantial 
erosion  or  loss  of  top  soil. 

LS 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and 
Land  Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ 

Impact  GE-3:  The  project  would  not  be  located  on  a 
geologic  unit  or  soil  that  is  unstable,  or  that  could  become 
unstable  as  a result  of  the  project. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code  (Chapter 
18  - Soils  and  Foundations) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  12B  (Installation  of  Geotechnical  Borings) 
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Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Geology  and  Soils,  Initial  Study  Section  E14  (cont) 

Impact  GE-4:  The  project  would  not  create  substantial 
risks  to  life  or  property  as  a result  of  location  on  expansive 
soils  or  other  problematic  soils. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter 
18  - Soils  and  Foundations 

Impact  C-GE-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative  impacts 
related  to  geologic  hazards. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code  (Chapter  16 
- Structural  Design,  Chapter  18  - Soils  and  Foundations) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code  (Chapter  16,  Structural 
Design 

• Seismic  Hazards  Mapping  Act  of  1990  (Assessment  and  Mitigation  of  Liquefaction  Hazards) 

• General  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and  Land 
Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16 

Impact  HZ-1:  The  project  could  create  a significant  hazard 
through  routine  transport,  use,  or  disposal  of  hazardous 
materials  or  result  in  a substantial  risk  of  upset  involving 
the  release  of  hazardous  materials. 

LSM 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21,  Hazardous  Materials 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21a,  Risk  Management  Program  (Regulated  Substances) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22,  Hazardous  Waste  Management 

• Asbestos  Airborne  Toxic  Control  Measure  (Asbestos  ATCM)  for  Construction,  Grading, 
Quarrying,  and  Surface  Mining  Operations  (Equivalent  to  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
HZ-lb) 

Impact  HZ -2:  The  project  would  be  located  on  a site 
identified  on  a list  of  hazardous  materials  sites  compiled 
pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  65962.5.  Excavation 
could  also  require  the  handling  of  potentially  contaminated 
soil  and  groundwater,  potentially  exposing  workers  and  the 
public  to  hazardous  materials,  or  resulting  in  a release  into 
the  environment  during  construction. 

LSM 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  February  2000  and  incorporated  Risk  Management  Plan,  Mission  Bay  Area,  San 
Francisco,  California.  May  11, 1999.  Environ  Corporation 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  February  2000  and  incorporated  Revised  Risk  Management  Plan,  Former 
Petroleum  Terminals  and  Related  Pipelines  Located  at  Pier  64  and  Vicinity,  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  California.  August  2006,  BBL  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22a,  Analyzing  Soils  for  Hazardous  Waste 

Impact  HZ-3:  The  project  would  not  impair 
implementation  of  or  physically  interfere  with  an  adopted 
emergency  response  plan  or  emergency  evacuation  plan  or 
expose  people  or  structures  to  a significant  risk  of  loss, 
injury  or  death  involving  fires. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Fire  Code,  Section  12.202(e)(1)  (Fire  and  Emergency  Procedures) 

Impact  C-HZ-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  past, 
present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects  in  the 
site  vicinity,  would  not  result  in  a considerable  contribution 
to  cumulative  impacts  related  to  hazardous  materials. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21,  Hazardous  Materials 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21a,  Risk  Management  Program  (Regulated  Substances) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22,  Hazardous  Waste  Management 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22a,  Analyzing  Soils  for  Hazardous  Waste 
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Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16  (cont.) 

Impact  C-HZ-1  (cont.) 

• Asbestos  Airborne  Toxic  Control  Measure  (Asbestos  ATCM)  for  Construction,  Grading, 
Quarrying,  and  Surface  Mining  Operations 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  Februaiy  2000  and  incorporated  Risk  Management  Plan,  Mission  Bay  Area,  San 
Francisco,  California.  May  11, 1999.  Environ  Corporation 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  February  2000  and  incorporated  Revised  Risk  Management  Plan,  Former  Petroleum 
Terminals  and  Related  Pipelines  Located  at  Pier  64  and  Vicinity,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  California.  August  2006,  BBL  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 

Minerals  and  Energy  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E17 

Impact  ME-1:  The  project  would  not  result  in  the  use  of 
large  amounts  of  fuel,  water,  or  energy,  or  use  these  in  a 
wasteful  manner. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  6,  Building  Energy  Efficiency 
Standards  (Operational  Electricity  and  Natural  Gas  Use) 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements 

Impact  C-ME-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative  impacts 
on  energy  resources. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  6,  Building  Energy  Efficiency 
Standards  (Operational  Electricity  and  Natural  Gas  Use) 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements 
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Table  D - Transportation  Management  Plan  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  Summary 

Management  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Management 
Measure  Schedule 

MONITORING  AND 

Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  and  updates 

(See  Attachment  1,  May  2015) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Various 

OCII 

Periodic  TMP  Updates 

Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 

Travel  Demand  Management  Plan 

(TMP  Chapter  4,  Sections  4.1,  4.2,  and  4.3) 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event 
center  operation,  and 
reviewed  and  revised 
annually  thereafter 

OCII 

Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 

Local/Hospital  Access  Plan 

A Local/Hospital  Access  Plan  (L/HAP)  to  facilitate 
movements  in  and  out  to  residents  and  employees  in  the 
UCSF  and  Mission  Bay  Area  would  be  implemented  for 
the  pre-event  period  for  all  large  weekday  evening  events 
at  the  event  center  (i.e.,  those  events  with  more  than  12,500 
attendees  that  start  between  6:00  and  8:00  p.m.).  The 
L/HAP  would  be  configured  to  discourage  event  attendees 
arriving  by  car  from  using  portions  of  Fourth  Street,  Owens 
Street,  UCSF  campus  internal  roads  such  as  Nelson  Rising 
Lane,  Campus  Lane,  Fifth  Street,  and  local  residential 
streets.  As  part  of  the  L/HAP,  special  temporary  and 
permanent  signage  would  be  positioned  at  appropriate 
locations  to  direct  event  traffic  towards  designated  routes 
in  order  to  access  off-street  parking  facilities  serving  the 
event  center  and  away  from  streets  within  die 
Local/Hospital  Access  Plan  network.  In  addition,  three 
PCOs  would  be  stationed  at  key  intersections  (i.e., 
Fourth/16th,  Owens/Mission  Bay  Traffic  Circle,  and 
Fourth/Nelson  Rising  Lane)  before  the  start  of  an  event  to 
facilitate  local  driver  access  to  their  destinations.  These 
three  additional  PCOs  would  also  be  available  after  the 
event  to  be  positioned  at  the  most  effective  locations  to 
direct  outbound  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  and  vehicles,  as 
determined  by  the  PCO  Supervisor. 

SFMTA 

Pre  event  period  for  any 
weekday  project  event 
that  starts  between  6:00 
and  8:00  p.m.  with  more 
than  12,500  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan 

(TMP  Chapter  4,  Section  4.4) 

SFMTA 

All  project  events; 
different  Transit  Service 
Plan  levels  depending 
on  attendance 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  Muni  Service 
Planning  Supervisor 
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Table  D - Transportation  Management  Plan  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  Summary 

Management  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Management 
Measure  Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compli  ance 

No  Event  Transportation  Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.1) 

SFMTA 

On  days  without  events 
at  the  event  center, 

OCII;  SFMTA 

PCOs  during  regular  rounds 

Small  to  Medium  (Convention)  Event  Transportation 
Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.2) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  daytime 
convention  event  or 
small  daytime  or 
evening  event  with  less 
than  12,500  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Medium  to  Large  (Concert)  Event  Transportation 
Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.3) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  evening  event  with 
between  12,500  and 
16,000  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Peak  Event  Transportation  Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.4) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  evening  event  with 
more  than  16,000 
attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Overlapping  Events  Transportation  Management  Plan 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.5  and  Section  2.2.5) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  event  with  more 
than  12,500  attendees 
overlapping  with  an 
event  at  AT&T  Park 
with  more  than  40,000 
attendees.  For  daytime 
or  evening  overlaps. 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Communication 

(TMP  Chapter  9) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA;  DPW 

Prior  to  project  opening, 
and  periodic  review 
annually 

OCII;  SFMTA 

TMP  monitoring  by  SFMTA 
Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 

Monitoring,  Refinement,  and  Performance  Standards 

(TMP  Chapter  10) 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event 
center  operation,  and 
reviewed  and  revised 
annually  thereafter 

OCII;  SFMTA 

TMP  monitoring  by  SFMTA 
Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 

OCII  Case  No.  HR  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1 44 IE 


MMRP-61 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


SAN  FRANCISCO 

MUNICIPAL  TRANSPORTATION  AGENCY 
BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 


RESOLUTION  No.  1 5- 1 54 


WHEREAS,  GSW  Arena  EEC  (GSW ),  an  affiliate  of  Golden  State  Warriors,  LLC,  which 
owns  and  operates  the  Golden  State  Warriors  National  Basketball  Association  (NBA)  team 
(including  any  successor  owner  or  operator  of  the  Event  Center)  (the  “Project  Sponsor”),  has 
proposed  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center  and  a variety  of  mixed  uses,  including  office, 
retail,  open  space  and  structured  parking  on  an  approximately  1 1-acre  site  on  Blocks  29-32 
within  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  of  San  Francisco;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure,  successor  to  the 
former  Redevelopment  Agency  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("OCH").  in  accordance 
w ith  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act.  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections 
21000  et  seq.  ("CEQA").  and  acting  in  its  capacity  as  lead  agency  as  defined  in  Public  Resources 
Code  Section  21067.  prepared  a Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("FSE1R")  for 
the  proposed  Golden  State  Warriors  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  at  Mission  Bay 
Blocks  29-32  (the  “Event  Center  Project”)  consisting  of  the  Draft  Subsequent  Environmental 
Impact  Report  ("GSW  DSEIR”).  the  comments  received  during  the  review  period,  any  additional 
information  that  became  available  after  the  publication  of  the  GSW'  DSEIR.  and  the  Draft 
Summary  of  Comments  and  Responses,  all  as  required  by  law.  copies  of  which  are  available 
through  the  Secretary  of  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  and  at  www.gsweventcenteiy  and  are 
incorporated  herein  by  reference;  and. 

WHEREAS.  On  November  3.  2015.  the  Commission  on  Community  Investment  and 
Infrastructure  reviewed  and  considered  the  FSEIR  and  certified  the  FSEIR  in  compliance  w ith 
CEQA;  and. 


WHEREAS,  The  FSEIR  files,  other  Project-related  QCII  files,  and  other  materials  have 
been  available  for  review  by  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  and  the  public  with  the  OCII  Board 
Secretary  at  One  South  Van  Ness  Avenue.  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco.  CA  94103.  through  the 
SFMTA  Board  Secretary,  which  tiles  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference  and  made  part  of  the 
record  before  this  Board;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors,  acting  in  its  capacity  as  a responsible 
agency  under  CEQA,  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21069,  has  reviewed  and  considered  the 
information  contained  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Event  Center  Project;  and. 

WHEREAS,  The  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  has  also  reviewed  and  considered  a 
Transportation  Service  Plan,  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan,  and  Designated  Overlapping  Event 
Transportation  Strategies,  as  such  terms  are  described  below,  and  other  measures,  including 
measures  by  the  Event  Center  Project’s  sponsor,  to  address  transportation  conditions  relating  to 
the  Event  Center  Project;  and, 


WHEREAS,  The  Transportation  Service  Plan  collectively  refers  to  the  Muni  Special 


Event  Transit  Service  Plan,  the  Transit  Network  Improvements  (procurement  of  four  light  rail 
vehicles,  extending  and  raising  the  northbound  passenger  platform  or  the  variant  for  a center 
platform,  constructing  crossover  tracks,  among  other  capital  expenditures),  and  the  Event 
Transportation  Management  Strategies  (including  staffing  of  parking  control  officers),  as  more 
particularly  described  in  a letter  from  the  Director  of  Transportation  to  the  OCII  Executive 
Director  dated  May  1 5.  2015  ("May  20 1 5 Director  l etter"),  and  a supplemental  letter  dated 
October  6.  2015  ("Supplemental  Director  Letter"),  which  letters  are  incorporated  by  reference  as 
though  fully  set  forth;  and. 

WHEREAS.  The  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan  is  comprised  of  a variety  of  actions 
(identified  in  Enclosure  5 to  the  staff  report  for  this  matter  at  the  November  3.  2015  SFMTA 
Board  meeting)  to  facilitate  movements  in  and  out  to  residents  of  the  Mission  Bay  Area  and 
employees  of  the  University  of  California  at  San  Francisco  ("UCSF")  that  would  be 
implemented  for  the  pre-event  period  for  large  weekday  evening  events  at  the  Event  Center 
(those  events  w ith  more  than  12.500  attendees  that  start  between  6:00  and  8:00  pm,  on  average): 
and. 


WHEREAS.  The  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies  are  included  in 
the  FSEIR  as  part  of  Mitigation  Measure  TR-I  lc  and  incorporated  herein  by  reference  as  though 
fully  set  forth:  these  Strategies  will  assist  to  manage  traffic  flows  and  minimize  congestion 
associated  with  non-Golden  State  Warriors  events  of  12.500  or  more  attendees  overlapping  with 
San  Francisco  Giants  regular  season  evening  games  at  AT&T  Park  (during  weekday  peak  pre- 
event  period,  with  overlapping  events  starting  between  6:00  and  8:00  pm,  on  average)  and  to 
incentivize  event  attendees  and  UCSF  employees  to  use  alternatives  to  the  private  automobile; 
and 


WHEREAS.  The  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  acknow  ledges  that  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  will  consider  an  ordinance  (the  “Fund  Ordinance")  amending  the  Administrative 
Code  to  establish  a special  reserve  fund  w ithin  the  General  Fund  called  the  Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Improvement  Fund  (the  “Fund")  to  pay  for  City  serv  ices  and  the  costs  of 
financing  capital  improvements  addressing  transportation  and  other  needs  of  the  community  in 
connection  with  events  at  the  Event  Center  Project:  and, 

WHEREAS.  The  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  expects  that  monies  available  in  the  Fund, 
together  with  revenues  generated  by  the  Event  Center  Project  that  are  dedicated  to  the  SFMTA 
under  the  Charter,  will  more  than  cover  the  SFMTA's  operating  costs  and  costs  of  financing 
capital  investments  associated  with  implementing  the  Transportation  Serv  ice  Plan,  the 
Local/Hospital  Access  Plan,  and  the  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies: 
and. 


WHEREAS,  UCSF  and  the  Event  Center  Project  Sponsor  requested  that  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  establish  an  advisory  committee  (the  "Adv  isory  Committee")  to  advise 
on  use  of  the  Fund  and  also  identify  data  collection  measures  that  could  inform  strategies  to 
make  hospital  employee  travel  times  more  predictable,  better  manage  staff  work  shift  transitions 
for  these  employees,  and  facilitate  their  on-time  performance  during  a specified  period  for 
certain  overlapping  events  w ith  large  attendance  at  the  Event  Center  and  Giants  games  AT&T 
Park:  and. 


WHEREAS,  The  Advisory  Committee  will  be  tasked  with  identifying  whether  traffic 
congestion  affecting  access  by  hospital  employees  occurs  in  the  pre-event  peak  period  (for  this 
purpose.  6:00  - 7:30  pm)  during  weekday  evenings  when  there  is  an  event-other  than  a Warriors 


game-vvith  more  than  12,500  people  at  the  Event  Center  and  a regular  season  evening  Giants 
game  at  AT&T  Park,  based  on  review  of  travel  time  data  collected  by  the  SFMTA  for  specific 
routes  to  the  UCSF  parking  garage  at  1 835  Owens  Street,  more  specifically  identified  in  the 
Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies  During  Overlapping  Events 
(Enclosure  7 to  the  staff  report  for  this  matter  at  the  November  3,  2015  SFMTA  Board  meeting), 
and  incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  (the  ‘improved  Hospital  Employee 
Access  Strategies");  and 


WHEREAS,  The  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  further  acknowledges  that  through  the 
proposed  Fund  Ordinance,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  create  an  Advisory  Committee  to  be 
the  central  City-sponsored  community  advisory  body  charged  with  providing  input  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  the  SFMTA.  San  Francisco  Public  Works  ("SFPW"),  the  San  Francisco  Police 
Department  ("SFPD")  and  decision  makers  regarding  use  of  monies  in  the  Fund,  and  that  the 
Advisory  Committee  shall  perform  the  following  functions  as  needed: 

(a)  Collaborate  with  the  SFMTA  on  prioritizing  the  community  improvement  projects  for 
required  uses  of  the  Fund  and  identifying  implementation  details  as  part  of  the  SFMTA's  budget 
process; 

(b)  Recommend  to  the  SFMTA  uses  of  the  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Reserve 
established  through  the  Fund  Ordinance; 

(c)  Collaborate  with  the  SFMTA,  SFPW.  SFPD.  and  decision  makers  in  the  monitoring 
of  the  required  uses  of  the  Fund,  including  expenditure  of  the  Designated  Overlapping  Event 
Reserve,  for  the  purpose  specified  in  the  Fund  Ordinance;  and. 

(d)  Review  travel  time  data  collected  by  the  SFMTA  for  routes  to  the  Event  Center  to 
determine  if  traffic  conditions  associated  w ith  the  Event  Center,  especially  when  there  are 
weekday  evening  overlapping  events  with  large  attendance  at  the  Event  Center  and  AT&T  Park, 
should  entail  additional  City  actions  and  expenditures  from  the  Fund  or  the  Designated 
Overlapping  Event  Reserve,  and  make  recommendations  to  the  SFMTA  on  such  actions  and 
expenditures;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors,  in  relation  to  the  actions  set  forth 
herein,  adopts  all  of  the  following  as  they  relate  to  the  Event  Center  Project  identified  in  the 
FSE1R  for  the  Event  Center  Project: 

(a)  findings  under  CEQA,  which  are  attached  to  this  Resolution  as  Enclosure  2 and 
incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  (the  "CEQA  Findings"); 

(b)  the  mitigation  measures,  or  designated  portions  of  such  measures,  and  the 
improvement  measures,  identified  in  the  CEQA  Findings,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  the 
Designated  Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies  (collectively  the  “SFMTA  Mitigation 
and  Improvement  Measures”); 

(c)  the  Statement  of  Overriding  Consideration  in  the  FSE1R  for  the  Event  Center  Project, 
contained  in  the  CEQA  Findings;  and 


(d)  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Plan  (the  “MMRP").  Exhibit  1 to  the  CEQA 
Findings,  which  is  incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth;  and,  be  it  further 


RESOLVED.  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  recognizes  and  acknowledges  that 
should  the  Board  of  Superv  isors  not  adopt  the  Fund  Ordinance,  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors 
has  funds  available  at  its  sole  discretion  that  are  included  in  the  Expenditure  Plan,  described 
below,  and  adopted  as  part  of  this  Resolution  that  will  be  used  to  pay  for  mitigation  measures  M- 
TR-6  and  M-TR-13  in  order  to  reduce  the  impacts  identified  in  the  FSEIR  and  the  MMRP  to  a 
less  than  significant  level; 

RESOLVED.  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  authorizes  the  Director  of 
Transportation  to  execute  an  agreement  between  the  Office  of  Community  Investment  and 
Infrastructure  (OCII)  and  the  SFMTA,  in  which  OCII  designates  the  SFMTA  as  OCII's 
representative  for  the  required  monitoring  and  reporting  of  applicable  transportation-related 
mitigation  measures  in  the  MMRP  for  the  Event  Center  Project,  including  the  SFMTA 
Mitigation  and  Improvement  Measures,  and  agrees  to  reimburse  the  SFMTA  for  such  services, 
which  agreement  will  be  subject  to  approval  as  to  form  by  the  City  Attorney;  and.  be  it  further 

RESOLVED.  That,  subject  to  obtaining  sufficient  funding  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Resolution,  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  approves  those  elements  of  the 
Event  Center  Project  that  are  under  SFMTA  jurisdiction,  including: 

(a)  the  Transportation  Service  Plan  that  is  part  of  the  Project  description  of  the  Event 
Center  Project  in  the  FSEIR.  including  the  capital  expenditures  for  procuring  four  light  rail 
vehicles,  extending  and  raising  the  northbound  passenger  platform  or  the  variant  for  a center 
platform  (as  determined  by  the  Director  of  Transportation,  in  his  or  her  discretion),  and 
constructing  crossover  tracks,  among  other  capital  expenditures:  all  as  identified  in  the  May  2015 
Director  Letter;  and 

(b)  the  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan,  which  is  incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set 
forth,  to  facilitate  movement  within  the  Mission  Bay  area  for  residents  and  non-Event  Center 
employees  and  for  University  of  California  at  San  Francisco  hospital  employees  and  patients 
during  the  pre-event  period  for  weekday  evenings  when  Warriors  games  or  other  events  with 
anticipated  attendance  of  more  than  12.500  persons  occur  at  the  Event  Center;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED:  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  modifies  Enclosure  2 to  incorporate 
the  changes  to  the  Mitigation.  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  that  staff  read  into  the  record 
at  the  November  3.  2015  meeting  of  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors:  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED.  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  agrees  to  seek  and  expend  funds  for 
transportation-related  capital  and  operating  costs  for  the  Transportation  Service  Plan  projects 
discussed  in  the  May  2015  Director  Letter,  as  well  as  the  Local Hospital  Access  Plan,  the 
SFMTA  Mitigation  and  Improvement  Measures,  and  other  measures,  in  accordance  with  the 
Expenditure  Plan,  as  set  forth  in  the  Supplemental  Director  Letter,  which  Expenditure  Plan 
updates  and  modifies  the  expenditure  plan  set  forth  in  the  May  2015  Director  Letter,  provided 
that  implementation  of  such  Expenditure  Plan  shall  be  subject  to  SFMTA’s  obtaining  sufficient 
funding  to  pay  for  such  costs  consistent  with  this  Resolution  and  the  Fund  Ordinance;  and.  be  it 
further 


RESOLVED,  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  recommends  that  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approve  the  Fund  Ordinance  substantially  in  the  form  on  file  with  the  SFMTA  Board 
of  Directors,  with  any  such  changes  as  the  SFMTA  Director  of  Transportation  may,  in  his  or  her 
discretion,  concur  in  as  they  affect  SFMTA  jurisdiction;  and,  be  it  further 


RESOLVED,  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  accepts  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  proposed  Fund  Ordinance  that  apply  to  the  SFMTA,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
coordinating  with  SFPW  and  SFPD  in  budgeting  funds  for  the  Event  Center  Project,  holding  a 
public  hearing  on  the  proposed  Event  Center  Project  budget  in  conjunction  with  the  hearing  on 
the  SFMTA's  regular  two-year  budget,  considering  recommendations  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  established  under  the  proposed  Fund  Ordinance  and  in  accordance  with  the  standards 
of  the  Fund  Ordinance,  and  expending  funds  consistent  w ith  the  Expenditure  Plan  and  the 
purpose  of  the  Fund  Ordinance;  and.  be  it  further 

RESOL  VED.  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  directs  the  Director  of  Transportation, 
in  consultation  with  the  City  Traffic  Engineer  and  the  Advisory  Committee,  to  monitor  and 
manage  the  flow  of  transit  and  traffic  surrounding  the  Event  Center,  including  using  funds  in  the 
Designated  Overlapping  Event  Reserve  and  also  any  balance  in  the  Fund  that  is  not  then 
budgeted  for  other  purposes,  to  prevent  any  considerable  additional  traffic  congestion  from 
occurring  in  the  pre-event  peak  period  (for  this  purpose,  6-7:30  p.m.)  during  weekday  evenings 
when  there  is  an  event  - other  than  a Warriors  game  - w ith  more  than  12,500  people  at  the  Event 
Center  and  a regular  season  evening  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park,  consistent  with  the  Designated 
Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  delegates  to  the  Director  of 
Transportation,  or  designee,  in  his  or  her  discretion  and  in  accordance  w ith  the  uses  set  forth  in 
the  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies,  the  authority  to  expend  monies  in 
the  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Reserve,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  executing  contracts 
using  such  monies,  up  to  the  amount  in  the  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Reserve  at  the  time  ot 
the  expenditure,  and  requests  that  the  Director  of  Transportation  provide  an  annual  written  report 
to  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  on  expenditures  from  the  Designated  Overlapping  Event 
Reserve;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED.  If  the  Advisory  Committee  finds  that  a specified  additional  travel  time 
delay  for  hospital  employees  exceeds  the  median  travel  time  (the  "Delay  Metric”)  specified  in 
the  Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Strategies,  and  the  Adv  isory  Committee  recommends 
using,  in  addition  to  the  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Reserve,  any  balance  in  the  Fund  that  is 
not  budgeted  for  other  purposes  under  this  Resolution  and  the  Fund  Ordinance,  for  services  or 
capital  projects  to  address  such  occurrence,  then  the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  consider 
approving  such  recommendations,  which  approval  the  Director  shall  not  unreasonably  withhold 
or  delay  so  long  as  such  recommendations  are  consistent  with  the  Improved  Hospital  Employee 
Access  Strategies,  and  the  Director  shall  take  such  actions  as  are  necessary  to  seek  any  required 
approvals  and  implement  such  recommendations;  and.  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  authorizes  the  Director  of 
Transportation  to  approve  any  modification  to  the  Delay  Metric  if  the  Advisory  Committee 
recommends  such  modification  under  the  Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Strategies  based 
on  SFMTA  data  collection  and  experience  in  using  various  strategies  to  address  traffic 
conditions;  and,  be  it 


RESOLVED.  That  the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  consult  with  the  Adv  isory 
Committee  regarding  expenditures  from  the  Fund  and  the  Designated  Overlapping  Event 
Reserve  and  send  an  explanatory  report  to  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  if  the  Director 


determines  not  to  follow  particular  recommendations  of  the  Adv  isory  Committee:  and,  be  it 
further 


RESOLVED,  That  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  authorizes  the  Director  of 
Transportation  to  obtain  any  further  approvals  and  carry  out  any  actions  needed  to  implement  the 
Event  Center  Project,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  implementing  the  Transportation  Service 
Plan,  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan  and  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies 
and  providing  administrative  support  and  staffing  for  the  Advisory  Committee  referenced  above. 

I certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors  at  its  meeting  of  November  3.  2015. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Directors 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 


Enclosure  2 

(Attachment  A to  the  Resolution) 

CEQA  Findings  and  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations 


ATTACHMENT  A 


Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  - Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 

CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  FINDINGS:  FINDINGS  OF  FACT, 
EVALUATION  OF  MITIGATION  MEASURES,  DISCUSSION  OF  ALTERNATIVES, 
AND  A STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATIONS 

SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  TRANSPORTATION  AGENCY  BOARD  OF 
DIRECTORS 

I.  INTRODUCTION 

These  findings  of  fact,  decisions  regarding  mitigation  measures  and  alternatives,  and  statement 
of  overriding  considerations  are  made  and  adopted  by  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors  ("SFMTA’'  or“SFMTA  Board")  in  its  capacity  as  a 
responsible  agency  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act.  California  Public 
Resources  Code  section  21000  et  seq..  ("CEQA")  with  respect  to  the  Subsequent  Environmental 
Impact  Report  ("SEIR")  for  the  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  - Event  Center  and  Mixed  Use 
Development  Project  ("Project")  prepared  by  the  San  Francisco  Office  of  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure's  ("OCH")  for  adoption  by  OCll's  Commission  on  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure  ("OCII  Commission")  in  its  capacity  as  lead  agency.  The  OCII 
Commission,  in  its  capacity  as  lead  agency  , has  scheduled  a hearing  for  November  3,  2015,  to. 
among  other  actions,  hear  and  consider  Resolution  No.  XX-201 5.  to  adopt  proposed 
environmental  review  Findings  under  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  including  the  adoption 
of  a mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program  ("MMRP")  and  a statement  of  overriding 
considerations  in  connection  with  the  Project  (collectively,  “OCII  CEQA  Findings’").  SFMTA 
has  reviewed  these  OCII  CEQA  Findings  and.  as  discussed  herein,  agrees  with  the  ev  idence  and 
analysis  included  therein.  These  SFMTA  findings  are  made  in  light  of  substantial  evidence  in 
the  record  of  Project  proceedings,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  Project’s  Final  Subsequent 
Environmental  Impact  Report  ("FSEIR"). 

The  document  is  organized  as  follows: 

Section  II  provides  a description  of  the  Project  and  its  objectives,  describes  the  environmental 
review  process  undertaken  by  OCII.  and  identifies  the  location  of  the  records. 

Section  III  describes  the  actions  to  be  taken  by  the  SFMTA  in  its  capacity  as  a responsible 
agency. 

Section  IV  provides  an  overview  of  SFMTA's  findings  about  significant  environmental  impacts 
and  mitigation  measures,  and  identifies  the  mitigation  measures  that  SFMTA  is  responsible  for 
implementing  to  mitigate  the  Project's  significant  environmental  effects.  Exhibit  1 contains  the 
Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  and  Exhibit  2 specifically  lists  the  Mitigation 
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Measures  and  Improvement  Measures  that  are  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of 
SFMTA  to  implement. 

Section  V identifies  the  impacts  found  not  to  be  significant  and  do  not  require  mitigation. 

Sections  VI  and  VIA  identify  potentially  significant  impacts  that  can  be  avoided  or  reduced  to 
less-than-significant  levels  through  mitigation  and  describe  the  disposition  of  the  mitigation 
measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  that  will  mitigate  significant  environmental  effects. 

Sections  VII  and  VIIA  identify  significant  impacts  that  cannot  be  avoided  or  reduced  to  less- 
than-significant  levels  and  describe  any  applicable  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  as 
well  as  the  disposition  of  the  mitigation  measures. 

Section  VIII  provides  a description  of  the  alternatives  included  in  the  FSEIR.  In  its 
consideration  of  the  Project,  the  OCU  CEQA  Findings  present  evidence  demonstrating  that  all  of 
the  alternatives  are  infeasible  or  undesirable.  This  article  summarizes  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings 
concerning  the  alternatives. 

Section  IX  contains  a Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  setting  forth  specific  reasons  in 
support  of  SFMTA's  approval  actions  for  the  Project  in  light  of  the  significant  unavoidable 
impacts  discussed  in  Sections  VII  and  VIIA. 

The  MMRP  is  attached  with  these  findings  as  Exhibit  1 and  Exhibit  2 specifically  lists  the 
Mitigation  Measures  and  Improvement  Measures  that  are  within  the  responsibility  and 
jurisdiction  of  SFMTA  to  implement.  The  MMRP  is  required  by  CEQA  Section  21081 .6, 
subdivision  (a)(  I ).  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Sections  15091.  subdivision  (d),  and  15097.  Exhibit  1 
provides  a table  setting  forth  each  mitigation  measure  listed  in  the  FSEIR  that  is  required  to 
reduce  or  avoid  a significant  adverse  impact.  Exhibit  1 also  specifies  the  agency  responsible  for 
implementation  of  each  measure.  Where  the  Project  Sponsor,  GSW  Arena  LLC  (“GSW”  or 
“Project  Sponsor"),  an  affiliate  of  Golden  Slate  Warriors,  EEC,  which  owns  and  operates  the 
Golden  State  Warriors  National  Basketball  Association  (“NBA”)  team,  is  required  to  participate 
in  the  implementation  of  a mitigation  measure.  Exhibit  1 also  states  this  requirement.  Exhibit  1 
also  sets  forth  agency  monitoring  actions  and  a monitoring  schedule  for  each  mitigation  measure. 
Where  particular  mitigation  measures  must  be  adopted  and/or  implemented  by  particular 
responsible  agencies  such  as  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  or  one  of  its  departments  or 
commissions,  the  MMRP  clearly  identifies  the  agencies  involved  and  the  actions  they  must  take. 
The  full  text  of  each  mitigation  measure  summarized  or  cited  in  these  findings  is  set  forth  in 
Exhibit  1.  As  explained  further  in  the  MMRP.  in  addition  to  listing  mitigation  measures,  for  the 
purposes  of  public  disclosure  and  to  assist  in  implementation  and  enforcement,  the  MMRP  also 
lists  "improvement  measures,”  "applicable  regulations."  and  the  Project  Transportation 
Management  Plan  (“TMP”). 
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These  findings  are  based  upon  substantial  ev  idence  in  the  entire  record  before  SFMTA,  including 
the  FSEIR  prepared  bv  OCIi  in  its  capacity  as  the  lead  agency  responsible  for  environmental 
review.  The  references  set  forth  in  these  findings  to  certain  pages  or  sections  of  the  Draft 
Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("GSW  DSEIR")  or  the  Comments  and  Responses 
document  ("R  FC"),  which  together  constitute  the  FSEIR.  are  for  ease  of  reference  and  are  not 
intended  to  provide  an  exhaustive  list  of  the  evidence  relied  upon  for  these  findings.  A full 
explanation  of  the  substantial  evidence  supporting  these  findings  can  be  found  in  the  GSW 
DSEIR  and/or  FSEIR.  and  these  findings  hereby  incorporate  by  reference  the  discussion  and 
analysis  in  those  documents  supporting  the  FSEIR's  determinations  regarding  the  Project's 
impacts  and  mitigation  measures  designed  to  address  those  impacts.  Reference  to  the  GSW  SEIR 
is  intended  as  a general  reference  to  information  that  may  be  found  in  either  or  both  the  GSW 
DSEIR  or  RTC. 

II.  PROJECT  DESCRIPTION  AND  CEQA  PROCESS 

A.  Project  Description 

The  OCII  Commission  has  scheduled  a hearing  for  November  3.  2015.  as  lead  agency 
responsible  for  env  ironmental  review',  in  which  it  will  consider  taking  action  to  implement 
substantially  the  Project  identified  in  Chapter  3 of  the  FSEIR  as  modified  by  Chapter  14  of  the 
FSEIR  and  the  Muni  University  of  California  at  San  Francisco  ("UCSF”)/Mission  Bay  Station 
Variant  as  described  in  Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR  with  the  option  of  the  Third  Street  Plaza 
Variant.  GSW  proposes  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center  and  a variety  of  mixed  uses, 
including  office,  retail,  open  space  and  structured  parking  on  an  approximately  I 1-acre  site  on 
Blocks  29-32  w ithin  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  of  San  Francisco.  By  this 
action,  the  SFMTA,  as  a responsible  agency,  takes  action  to  adopt  Mitigation  Measures  and 
Improvement  Measures  to  address  transportation  and  circulation  impacts  related  to  proposed 
Project  activities. 

The  Project  site  is  bounded  by  South  Street  on  the  north.  Third  Street  on  the  west.  16th  Street  on 
the  south,  and  by  the  future  planned  realigned  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  on  the  east.  The 
proposed  event  center  would  host  the  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  team  during  the  NBA 
season,  and  provide  a year-round  venue  for  a variety  of  other  assembly  and  entertainment  uses, 
including  concerts,  family  shows,  other  sporting  events,  cultural  events,  conferences,  and 
conventions. 

The  proposed  roughly  circular-shaped  event  center  building  would  be  located  in  the  central-east 
portion  of  the  site.  The  event  center  building  would  be  approximately  135  feet  at  its  roof  peak, 
and  would  include  multiple  levels  of  varying  elevations.  The  event  center  would  be 
approximately  775.000  gross  square  feet  ("gst")  and  would  be  programmed  with  a capacity  of 
1 8.064  seats  for  basketball  games,  but  could  be  reconfigured  for  concerts  for  a maximum 


3 


capacity  of  about  1 8,500.  The  performance  and  seating  areas  could  also  be  reconfigured  in  a cut- 
down  configuration  to  create  a smaller  venue  space. 

Two  office  and  retail  buildings  would  be  located  on  the  west  side  of  the  Project  site.  Specifically, 
one  would  be  located  at  the  northwest  corner  of  site  at  Third  and  South  Streets  (“South  Street 
office  and  retail  building’*).  The  other  would  be  located  at  the  southwest  corner  of  the  site  at 
Third  and  16th  Streets  (“16th  Street  office  and  retail  building").  The  South  Street  office  and 
retail  building  would  be  approximately  345,000  gsf,  and  the  16th  Street  office  and  retail  building 
would  be  approximately  300,000  gsf.  Both  buildings  would  be  1 1 stories  ( 160  feet  tall  at 
building  rooftop);  each  office  and  retail  building  would  consist  of  a podium  ground  level  plus  5 
podium  levels  (90  feet  tall),  with  a 5-story  (70-foot  tall)  tower  (with  smaller  footplate  than  the 
podium)  above.  These  buildings  could  serve  a variety  of  office  and/or  research  and  development 
uses,  with  retail  uses  on  the  lower  floor(s). 

Additional  retail  uses  would  front  on  South  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard,  including  an 
approximately  32,000  gsf  3-story,  41  -foot  high  ’’food  hall"  located  at  the  corner  of  Terry  A. 
Francois  Boulevard  and  South  Street.  An  approximately  1 1.550  gsf  2-story,  38-foot  high 
“gatehouse”  building  would  be  located  mid-point  along  Third  Street  and  would  provide  retail 
uses  and  house  elevators/escalators  connecting  to  parking  facilities  on  lower  floors. 

Approximately  3.2  acres  of  open  space  would  be  designed  w ithin  the  site,  including  a proposed 
Third  Street  Plaza  (elevated  at  approximately  8 to  12  feet  above  Third  Street)  on  the  west  side  of 
the  Project  site  between  the  event  center  and  Third  Street,  and  a proposed  ground-level  Southeast 
Plaza  in  the  southeastern  comer  of  the  site. 

Three  levels  of  enclosed  onsite  parking  (two  below  grade:  Low  er  Parking  Levels  1 and  2.  and 
one  at  street  level:  Upper  Parking  Level)  would  be  located  below  the  office  and  retail  buildings 
and  plaza  areas.  A total  of  950  vehicle  parking  spaces  are  proposed  on-site,  including  spaces  for 
Fuel  Efficient  Vehicles  (“FEV")  and  carpool  vehicles.  The  Project  also  includes  use  of  1 32 
existing  off-site  parking  spaces  in  the  450  South  Street  parking  garage,  primarily  accessed  from 
South  Street  directly  north  of  the  Project  site,  to  provide  additional  parking  to  serve  the  Project 
employees.  The  Project  would  also  have  30  commercial  loading  spaces  serving  the  Project  uses, 
including  13  on-site  below  grade  loading  spaces  and  17  on-street  commercial  loading  spaces 
provided  on  South  Street  (8  spaces),  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  south  of  South  Street  (8 
spaces),  and  16th  Street  ( 1 space). 

1.  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 

The  Project  incorporates  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant,  which  is  a minor 
variation  of  the  Project  in  w hich,  rather  than  extending  the  northbound  platform  only,  the 
existing  high-level  northbound  and  southbound  passenger  platforms  at  the  IJCSF/Mission  Bay 
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light  rail  stop  would  be  removed  and  replaced  with  a single  high-level  center  platform  to 
accommodate  both  northbound  and  southbound  light  rail  service  passengers.  The  new'  center 
platform  would  be  located  between  the  northbound  and  southbound  light  rail  tracks  in  the 
general  location  of  the  existing  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  southbound  platform.  The  platform 
would  be  approximately  320  feet  long  by  17  feet  wide  (the  existing  side  platforms  are  about  160 
feet  long  by  0 feet  wide)  and  would  allow  for  two  two-car  light  rail  trains  to  simultaneously 
board  or  alight  passengers  along  the  platform. 

2.  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 

The  Third  Street  Plaza  variant  is  a minor  variation  of  the  Project.  Under  this  variant,  the  area  of 
the  proposed  Third  Street  Plaza  would  be  modified  to  be  consistent  with  the  design  standards  of 
the  UCSF  view  easement  on  the  Project  site.  Consequently,  the  '‘gatehouse’’  building,  located 
mid-block  along  Third  Street  under  the  Project,  would  be  relocated  and  the  elevated  main  plaza 
would  be  replaced  with  an  at-grade  "event  space”  with  no  above-grade  structural  development. 
As  a result,  the  variant  would  not  require  approval  by  UCSF  for  termination  of  their  view 
easement  that  extends  east  from  Third  Street  onto  the  Project  site.  This  variant  may  be 
implemented  at  the  election  of  the  developer.  The  Project  impacts  and  mitigation  discussed 
below  would  not  be  affected  by  this  election. 

B.  Project  Area 

1.  Mission  Bay 

The  approximate  300-acre  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  is  located  along  San 
Francisco's  central  Bay  waterfront,  straddling  Mission  Creek  Channel.  In  general,  the  Plan  Area 
is  bounded  by  Townsend  Street  to  the  north.  Interstate  280  and  Seventh  Street  to  the  west. 
Mariposa  Street  to  the  south,  and  San  Francisco  Bay  to  the  east. 

Before  1998.  Mission  Bay  was  characterized  bv  low-intensity  industrial  development  and  vacant 
land.  Since  adoption  of  the  North  and  South  Plans  in  1998.  Mission  [fay  has  undergone 
redevelopment  into  a mixture  of  residential,  commercial  (light  industrial,  research  and 
development,  labs  and  offices),  retail,  and  educational/institutional  uses  and  open  space.  As  of 
2014.  4.067  housing  units  (including  822  affordable  units)  of  the  planned  6.400  housing  units 
within  Mission  Bay  (roughly  64  percent)  were  complete,  with  another  900  (including  150 
affordable  units)  under  construction.  Regarding  office  and  laboratory  space,  approximately  1 .7 
million  square  feet  of  the  4.4  million  square  feet  in  the  Mission  Bay  Plan  Area  (approximately  39 
percent)  was  complete. 

Approximately  82  percent  of  the  previously-approved  2.65  million-square-foot  UCSF  North 
Campus  has  been  developed,  including  six  research  buildings,  an  academic/office  building,  a 
campus  community  center,  and  a university  housing  development.  The  first  phase  of  the  UCSF 
Mission  Bay  Medical  Center  opened  in  early  2015.  in  addition,  in  November  2014.  UCSF 
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approved  the  Final  UCSF  2014  Long  Range  Development  Plan,  which  provides  For  additional 
planned  development  on  the  UCSF  campus  at  Mission  Bay  through  2035.  The  City's  new  Public 
Safety  Building  at  Third  and  Mission  Rock  Streets  also  became  operational  in  April  2015.  More 
than  15  acres  of  new  non-UCSF  parks  and  open  space  within  Mission  Bay  have  also  been 
completed. 

2.  Project  Site 

No  buildings  are  currently  located  on  the  site.  Portions  of  the  site  are  unutilized,  including  a 
depressed  area  (measuring  approximately  320  feet  by  280  teet)  created  by  an  excavation  and 
backfill  associated  with  a prior  environmental  cleanup  on  the  site.  Other  portions  of  the  site  are 
currently  used  for  surface  parking.  Specifically,  paved  surface  metered  parking  facilities  are 
located  in  the  west  and  north  portions  of  the  site.  The  existing  surface  parking  facilities  are 
accessed  from  16th  Street  and  South  Street  and  include  a total  of  605  parking  spaces.  Chain  link 
fencing  is  installed  on  the  perimeter  of  the  Project  site. 

3.  Surrounding  Uses 

The  UCSF  Mission  Bay  campus  is  located  west,  northwest,  southwest,  and  partially  south  of  the 
Project  site.  Fronting  on  Third  Street  directly  west  of  the  Project  site  is  an  eight-story  UCSF 
parking  structure  (’Third  Street  Garage”),  and  the  UCSF  Global  Health  and  Clinical  Sciences 
Building  ("Mission  Hall").  To  the  northwest  of  the  Project  site  fronting  along  Third  Street  is 
UCSF  Hearst  Tower,  a 1 4-story  building  containing  student  housing;  and  to  the  north  of  that  is 
the  UCSF  Helen  Diller  Family  Cancer  Research  building.  To  the  southwest  of  the  Project  site 
fronting  along  Third  Street  is  a complex  containing  the  UCSF  Energy  Center.  Betty  Irene  Moore 
Women's  Hospital.  Bakar  Cancer  Hospital,  and  Benioff  Children’s  Hospital,  which  opened  in 
February  2015.  The  UCSF  Benioff  Children’s  Hospital  helipad,  located  atop  the  roof  of  the 
UCSF  Ron  Conway  Gateway  Medical  Building  at  1825  4th  Street,  also  began  operating  in 
February  2015.  Directly  south  of  the  Project  site  across  16th  Street,  between  Third  Street  and 
Illinois  Street,  is  a vacant  lot  recently  acquired  by  UCSF  (Blocks  33  and  34),  which  is  planned 
for  office  space  and  possible  outpatient  clinical  use  development  starting  in  2016. 

Directly  south  of  the  Project  site  across  16th  Street,  between  Illinois  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois 
Boulevard,  is  a recently-constructed  six-story  office  building  (409  Illinois  Street)  housing 
FibroGen  Life  Science  and  other  biotech/high  tech  companies,  and  south  of  that  is  another 
recently-constructed  six-story  office  building  (499  Illinois  Street)  with  biotech  and  UCSF 
clinical  uses. 

Directly  north  of  the  Project  site  across  and  fronting  on  South  Street  are  (from  west  to  east)  a 
vacant  lot  (recently  acquired  by  Uber  Technologies  and  Alexandria  Real  Estate  Equities)  and 
planned  for  development  of  office  space,  a six-story  parking  garage  (450  South  Street),  and  a 
six-story  office  building  housing  the  Old  Navy  corporate  headquarters. 
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Immediately  east  of  the  Project  site  and  west  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  are  City-owned 
parcels  containing  covered  stockpiled  materials.  The  planned  Bayfront  Park  is  located  on 
Mission  Bay  Plan  parcels  P2I  through  P24.  located  northeast,  east,  and  partially  south  of  the 
Project  site.  The  north  portion  of  the  park  ("P21"),  located  east  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard, 
between  Mission  Bay  Boulevard  South  and  just  south  of  Pierpoint  Lane)  is  complete,  and 
includes  a landscaped  parking  lot  and  boat  launch.  The  currently  undeveloped  central  portion  of 
the  Bayfront  Park  is  located  east  of  the  Project  site  across  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  (on  P22, 
from  just  south  of  Pierpoint  Lane  to  just  south  of  16th  Street).  This  portion  of  the  park  presently 
includes  a paved  trail  (which  constitutes  a segment  of  the  Bay  Trail),  surface  parking  lot.  and 
unimproved  open  space.  Construction  of  the  south  portion  of  Bayfront  Park  (on  P23  and  P24). 
located  west  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  betw  een  16th  Street  and  Mariposa  Street,  is 
currently  underway  in  2015  and  scheduled  for  completion  in  2016. 

C.  Project  Objectives 

Consistent  with  Section  103  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  as  presented  in 
the  Mission  Bay  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Mission  Bay  FSEIR”). 
certified  in  September  1998.  the  primary  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  are: 

• Eliminating  blighting  influences  and  the  correction  of  environmental  deficiencies  in  the 
Project  Area,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  abnormally  high  vacancies,  abandoned 
buildings,  incompatible  land  uses,  depreciated  or  stagnant  property  values,  and 
inadequate  or  deteriorated  public  improvements,  facilities,  and  utilities. 

• Retaining  and  promoting,  w ithin  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  academic  and 
research  activities  associated  with  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco,  which 
seeks  to  provide  space  for  existing  and  new  programs  and  consolidate  academic  and 
support  units  from  many  dispersed  sites  at  a single  major  new  site  which  can 
accommodate  the  2,650,000-gross  sq.  ft.  program  analyzed  in  the  UCSF  1996  Long 
Range  Development  Plan  ("LRDP"). 

• Assembling  of  land  into  parcels  suitable  for  modern,  integrated  development  with 
improved  pedestrian  and  vehicular  circulation  in  the  Project  Area. 

• Replanning,  redesigning,  and  developing  of  undeveloped  and  underdeveloped  areas 
which  are  improperly  utilized. 

• Providing  flexibility  in  the  development  of  the  Project  Area  to  respond  readily  and 
appropriately  to  market  conditions. 

• Prov  iding  opportunities  for  participation  by  owners  in  the  redevelopment  of  their 
properties. 

• Strengthening  the  community's  supply  of  housing  by  facilitating  economically  feasible, 
affordable  housing  through  the  installation  of  needed  site  improvements  and  expansion 
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and  improvement  of  the  housing  supply  by  the  construction  of  approximately  6,090 
market-rate  units,  including  1,700  units  of  very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  housing. 

• Strengthening  the  economic  base  of  the  Project  Area  and  the  community  by  strengthening 
retail  and  other  commercial  functions  in  the  Project  Area  through  the  addition  of 
approximately  1.5  million  gross  sq.  ft.  of  retail  space,  a major  hotel,  and  about  5,557.000 
gross  sq.  ft.  of  mixed  office,  research  and  development,  and  light  manufacturing  uses. 

• Facilitating  emerging  commercial-industrial  sectors,  including  those  expected  to  emerge 
or  expand  due  to  their  proximity  to  the  UCSF  new  site,  such  as  research  and 
development,  biotechnical  research,  telecommunications,  business  service,  multi-media 
serv  ices,  and  related  light  industrial  through  improvement  of  transportation  access  to 
commercial  and  industrial  areas,  improvement  of  safety  within  the  Project  Area,  and  the 
installation  of  needed  site  improvements  to  stimulate  new  commercial  and  industrial 
expansion,  employment,  and  economic  growth. 

• Facilitating  public  transit  opportunities  to  and  within  the  Project  Area  to  the  extent 
feasible. 

• Providing  land  in  an  amount  of  approximately  47  acres  for  a variety  of  open  spaces. 

• Achieving  the  objectives  described  above  in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible. 

Consistent  with  the  overall  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan.  GSW’s 
objectives  for  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  at  Blocks  29-32  are  to: 


• Construct  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San  Francisco  that  meets  NBA 
requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and 
entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from 
approximately  3.000-1 8.500,  and  expands  opportunities  for  the  City  's  tourist,  hotel  and 
convention  business. 

• Provide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail 
uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year- 
round.  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use.  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding 
neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project. 

• Develop  a project  that  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability 
standards. 

• Optimize  public  transit,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  to  the  site  by  locating  the  project 
within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional  transit  hubs,  and  adjacent  to  routes  that 
provide  safe  and  convenient  access  for  pedestrians  and  bicycles. 
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• Provide  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  Project  Sponsor’s 
reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

• Prov  ide  the  City  w ith  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to  attract 
those  events  which  currently  by  pass  San  Francisco  due  to  lack  of  a world  class  3,000- 
4.000  seat  facility. 

• Develop  a project  that  promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  ("AB  900"), 1 as  amended. 

L).  Environmental  Review 

1.  Preparation  of  the  FSE1R 

As  noted  above,  the  EIR  prepared  for  the  Project  is  an  SEIR.  tiered  from  the  certified  Mission 
Bay  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Mission  Bay  FSEIR"),  which  provided 
programmatic  environmental  review  of  the  overall  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  (consisting 
of  the  Mission  Bay  North  Redevelopment  Plan  and  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan). 
The  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  evaluated  the  potential  environmental  effects  of  the  ov  erall 
development  of  the  approximately  300-acre  Mission  Bay  Plan  Area. 

The  Project  at  Blocks  29-32  is  a subsequent  activity  allowed  under,  and  consistent  with,  the 
Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan.  Consistent  with  the  major  redevelopment  objectives  in 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan,  the  Project  would  further  diversify  the  economic 
base  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  and  add  retail  and  entertainment 
amenities  to  the  area.  The  Project  would  also  prov  ide  Mission  Bay  employees  and  residents  with 
additional  opportunities  to  engage  in  recreational  activities  near  their  homes  and  jobs.  The 
Project  also  promotes  the  Plan  Bay  Area’s  objective  to  create  "neighborhoods  where  transit, 
jobs,  schools,  services  and  recreation  are  conveniently  located  near  people's  homes.”  (See 
Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments  ("ABAC”)  / Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission 
("MTC")  Plan  Bay  Area.  p.  42.) 

On  November  19.  2014.  OCR,  as  lead  agency  responsible  for  administering  the  env  ironmental 
review  for  private  projects  in  the  Mission  Bay  North  and  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  of  San 


1 AB  900,  effective  January  1. 2012.  provides  streamlining  benefits  under  CEO  A for  privately- 
financed  projects  located  on  an  infill  site  that  has  been  determined  to  generate  thousands  of  jobs 
and  include  state-of-the-art  pollution  reductions. 
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Francisco,  issued  a Notice  of  Preparation  ("NOP")  to  notify  and  inform  agencies  and  interested 
parties  about  the  Project  and  to  initiate  the  CEQA  environmental  review  process  for  the  Project. 
The  NOP  included  an  Initial  Study,  which  described  and  analyzed  environmental  resource  areas 
that  would  not  be  significantly  affected  by  the  Project  and  included  mitigation  measures  to 
reduce  certain  impacts  to  less  than  significant  levels.  The  Initial  Study  determined  that  the 
following  topics  were  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSE1R  such  that  the  Project 
would  have  no  new  significant  impacts  or  no  substantially  more  severe  impacts  previously  found 
significant  on  these  resources:  Land  Use;  Population  and  Housing;  Cultural  and  Paleontological 
Resources;  Recreation;  Air  Quality  (odors):  Utilities  and  Services  Systems  (water  supply  and 
solid  waste);  Public  Services  (schools,  parks,  and  other  services);  Biological  Resources;  Geology 
and  Soils:  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  (groundwater,  drainage,  flooding,  and  inundation); 
Hazards  and  I fazardous  Materials;  Mineral  and  Energy  Resources;  and  Agricultural  and  Forest 
Resources.  As  discussed  further  in  the  Initial  Study  and  the  RTC  in  the  FSEIR.  the  Project  as 
mitigated  in  the  Initial  Study  will  result  in  a less  than  significant  impacts  with  respect  to  each  of 
the  above-listed  topics. 

During  a 30-day  public  scoping  period  that  ended  on  December  19,  2014,  OCII  accepted 
comments  from  agencies  and  interested  parties  identifying  environmental  issues  that  should  be 
addressed  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  In  addition,  a public  scoping  meeting  was  held  on  December  9, 

2014.  to  receive  oral  comments  on  the  scope  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  As  explained  in  the  OC11 
CEQA  Findings,  OCII  considered  the  comments  made  by  the  public  and  agencies  in  preparing 
the  GSW  DSEIR  on  the  Project. 

The  GSW  DSEIR  for  the  Project  was  published  on  June  5,  2015.  and  circulated  to  local,  state, 
and  federal  agencies  and  to  interested  organizations  and  individuals  for  review  from  June  5, 

2015.  through  July  27.  2015,  for  a total  public  comment  period  of  52  days.  Paper  copies  of  the 
GSW  DSEIR  were  made  available  for  public  review  at  the  following  locations:  (I ) OCII,  at  1 
South  Van  Ness  Avenue,  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  California;  (2)  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department.  1660  Mission  Street.  1st  Floor.  Planning  Information  Counter.  San  Francisco, 
California;  (3)  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  100  Larkin  Street.  San  Francisco,  California;  and 
(4)  San  Francisco  Library.  Mission  Bay  Branch.  960  4th  Street,  San  Francisco,  California.2  On 
June  5,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  also  distributed  notices  of  availability  of  the  GSW 
DSEIR.  published  notification  of  its  availability  in  a newspaper  of  general  circulation  in  San 
Francisco,  and  posted  notices  at  the  Project  site. 


2 Electronic  copies  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  the  administrative  record  could  be  accessed  through 
the  internet  on  the  OCII  website,  Mission  Bay  webpage  starting  on  June  5.  2015  at  the  following 
address:  http://www.sfoc ii.org/index.aspx?page=6 1 , and  on  the  Planning  Department  website. 
Environmental  Impacts  and  Negative  Declarations  webpage  at  the  following  address: 
http://www. sf-plann  ing.org/index. aspx?page=  1 828. 
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During  the  public  review  period,  OC'II  conducted  a public  hearing  to  receive  oral  comments  on 
the  GSW  DSEIR.  The  public  hearing  was  held  before  the  OCII  Commission  on  June  30.  2015.  at 
San  Francisco  City  Hall.  A court  reporter  present  at  the  public  hearing  transcribed  the  oral 
comments  verbatim  and  prepared  a written  transcript.  During  the  GSW  DSEIR  public  review 
period.  OCII  received  comments  from  approximately  nine  public  agencies.  I I non-governmental 
organizations,  and  1 55  individuals.  See  Chapter  1 I of  the  FSE1R  for  a complete  list  of  persons 
commenting  on  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

The  GSW  DSEIR  addressed  environmental  resource  areas  upon  which  the  Project  could  result  in 
potentially  significant,  physical  environmental  impacts  as  well  as  identified  and  analyzed 
alternatives  to  the  Project.  Specifically,  the  GSW  DSEIR  analyzed  impacts  to  the  following 
resources:  Transportation  and  Circulation:  Noise  and  Vibration:  Air  Quality;  Greenhouse  Gas 
Emissions;  Wind  and  Shadow;  Utilities  and  Serv  ice  Systems  (wastewater  and  stormwater); 

Public  Services  (police  and  fire  services);  and  I lydrology  and  Water  Quality  (wastewater, 
stormwater,  and  flood  hazards). 

On  October  23,  2015.  OCII  published  the  FSEIR.  consisting  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  comments 
received  during  the  review  period,  any  additional  information  that  became  available  after  the 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  and  the  RTC  in  fulfillment  of  requirements  of  CEQA  and 
consistent  with  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15132. 

2,  CEQA  Streamlining 

In  addition  to  tiering  from  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  focusing  the  environmental  analysis  on 
potentially  significant  impacts  of  the  Project  as  identified  in  the  Initial  Study  (see.  e.g..  GSW 
DSEIR.  pp.  2-2  to  2-8;  RTC.  pp.  13.3-22  to  13.3-31).  the  SEIR  utilizes  CEQA  streamlining 
provisions  set  forth  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21099. 

Public  Resources  Code  Section  21099(d).  effective  January  I,  2014.  provides  that,  "aesthetics 
and  parking  impacts  of  a [1]  residential,  mixed-  use  residential,  or  employment  center  project  on 
an  [2]  infill  site  [3]  located  within  a transit  priority  area  shall  not  be  considered  significant 
impacts  on  the  environment."  The  Project  meets  all  three  of  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Public 
Resources  Code  Section  2 1 099(d).  The  Project  qualifies  as  an  employment  center  project 
because  the  Project  site  is  designated  Commercial  Industrial  / Retail  within  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  the  Project  includes  a floor  area  ratio  that  exceeds  0.75.  (Pub. 
Resources  Code.  § 2 1 099.  subd.  (a)(  1 ).)  The  Project  site  constitutes  an  infill  site  because,  among 
other  reasons,  the  site  is  located  in  an  urban  area  within  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  was 
previously  developed  with  industrial  and  commercial  uses.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21099. 
subd.  (a)(2).)  Finally,  the  Project  is  located  within  a transit  priority  area  because,  among  other 
reasons,  the  Project  site  is  located  within  one-half  mile  of  several  transit  routes,  including 
SFMTA  Muni  Metro  stops  connecting  two  or  more  major  bus  routes  with  a frequency  of  serv  ice 
interval  of  1 5 minutes  or  less  during  the  morning  and  afternoon  peak  commute  periods.  (Pub. 
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Resources  Code,  §§  21064.3,  21099,  subd.  (a)(7).)  Thus,  CEQA  does  not  require  the  SEIR  to 
consider  either  aesthetics  or  the  adequacy  of  parking  in  determining  the  significance  of  Project 
impacts. 

Public  Resources  Code  Section  21099(d)  states  that  a Lead  Agency  maintains  the  authority  to 
consider  aesthetic  impacts  pursuant  to  local  design  review  ordinances  or  other  discretionary 
powers.  Consistent  with  OCll's  normal  procedures,  the  design  review  process  considers  relevant 
design  and  aesthetic  issues.  Furthermore,  for  informational  purposes.  Chapter  3 of  the  GSW 
DSEIR,  Project  Description,  includes  graphic  depictions  of  the  Project  and  Chapter  5,  Section 
5.2.  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Transportation  and  Circulation,  presents  a parking  demand  analysis  and 
considers  any  secondary  physical  impacts  associated  with  constrained  supply  (e.g.,  queuing  by 
drivers  waiting  for  scarce  onsite  parking  spaces  that  affects  the  public  right-of-way)  as  applicable 
in  the  transportation  analysis. 

3.  Recirculation 

Under  section  15088.5  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  recirculation  of  an  E1R  is  required  when 
"significant  new  information"  is  added  to  the  E1R  after  public  notice  is  given  ot  the  availability 
of  the  Draft  E1R  for  public  review  but  prior  to  certification  of  the  Final  E1R.  The  term 
"information"  can  include  changes  in  the  project  or  environmental  setting,  as  well  as  additional 
data  or  other  information.  New  information  added  to  an  EIR  is  not  “significant”  unless  the  EIR 
is  changed  in  a way  that  deprives  the  public  of  a meaningful  opportunity  to  comment  upon  a 
substantial  adverse  environmental  effect  of  the  project  or  a feasible  way  to  mitigate  or  avoid  such 
an  effect  (including  a feasible  project  alternative)  that  the  project's  proponents  have  declined  to 
implement.  "Significant  new  information"  requiring  recirculation  includes,  for  example,  a 
disclosure  showing  that: 

( 1 ) A new  significant  environmental  impact  would  result  from  the  project  or  from  a new 
mitigation  measure  proposed  to  be  implemented. 

(2)  A substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  an  environmental  impact  would  result  unless 
mitigation  measures  are  adopted  that  reduce  the  impact  to  a level  of  insignificance. 

(3)  A feasible  project  alternative  or  mitigation  measure  considerably  different  from  others 
previously  analyzed  would  clearly  lessen  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the 
project,  but  the  project's  proponents  decline  to  adopt  it. 

(4)  The  DEIR  was  so  fundamentally  and  basically  inadequate  and  conclusory  in  nature  that 
meaningful  public  review  and  comment  were  precluded. 

(CEQA  Guidelines.  § 15088.5,  subd.  (a).) 
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Recirculation  is  not  required  where  the  new  information  added  to  the  FIR  merely  clarifies  or 
amplifies  or  makes  insignificant  modifications  in  an  adequate  EIR.  The  above  standard  is  "not 
intend)  ed ) to  promote  endless  rounds  of  revision  and  recirculation  of  EIRs.”  (Laurel  Heights 
Improvement  Assn.  v.  Regents  of  the  Univ.  of  Cal.  (1993)6  Cal.4th  1112,  1132  (Laurel 
Heights).)  "Recirculation  was  intended  to  be  an  exception,  rather  than  the  general  rule.”  (Ibid.) 

SFMTA  recognizes  that  minor  changes  have  been  made  to  the  Project  and  additional  evidence 
has  been  developed  after  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Specifically,  as  discussed  in  the  RFC, 
after  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  Project  Sponsor  proposed  Project  refinements  that  are 
described  in  Chapter  12  of  the  FSE1R.  The  Project  refinements  constitute  minor  Project  changes 
(generator  relocation.  Project  design  to  reduce  wind  hazards,  transportation  improvements, 
revised  construction  tower  crane  plan,  modification  of  certain  construction  techniques,  and 
modification  of  sources  of  electricity  during  construction).  As  described  in  the  FSE1R.  these 
refinements  would  result  in  either  no  changes  or  a reduction  in  the  severity  of  the  impact 
conclusions  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR  also  includes  an  additional  Project  variant.  Like  the  Project 
refinements,  the  variant  constitutes  a minor  change  to  the  Project.  The  variant  would  generally 
have  the  same  impacts  as  those  identified  for  the  Project  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  all  impact 
significance  determinations  would  be  the  same. 

Finally,  the  FSEIR  includes  supplemental  data  and  information  that  was  developed  after 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  to  further  support  the  information  presented  in  the  GSW'  DSEIR. 
None  of  this  supplemental  information  affects  the  conclusions  or  results  in  substantive  changes 
to  the  information  presented  in  the  GSW'  DSEIR  or  to  the  significance  of  impacts  as  disclosed  in 
the  GSW  DSEIR.  SFMTA  concurs  with  the  analysis  included  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings.,  and 
SFMTA  finds  that  none  of  the  changes  and  revisions  in  the  FSEIR  substantially  affects  the 
analysis  or  conclusions  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR:  therefore,  as  explained  further  in  the  OCII 
CEQA  Findings,  recirculation  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  for  additional  public  comments  was  not 
required  by  OCII. 


CEQA  case  law  emphasizes  that  "'[t]he  CEQA  reporting  process  is  not  designed  to  freeze  the 
ultimate  proposal  in  the  precise  mold  of  the  initial  project;  indeed,  new  and  unforeseen  insights 
may  emerge  during  investigation,  evoking  revision  of  the  original  proposal.'”  (Kings  County 
Farm  Bureau  v.  City  of  Hanford  (1990)  221  Cal.App.3d  692,  736-737;  see  also  River  Valley 
Preservation  Project  v.  Metropolitan  Transit  Development  Bd.  (1995)  37  Cal.App.4th  154,  168. 
fn.  1 1.)  '"CEQA  compels  an  interactive  process  of  assessment  of  environmental  impacts  and 
responsive  project  modification  which  must  be  genuine.  It  must  be  open  to  the  public,  premised 
upon  a full  and  meaningful  disclosure  of  the  scope,  purposes,  and  effect  of  a consistently 
described  project,  with  flexibility  to  respond  to  unforeseen  insights  that  emerge  from  the 
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process.'  [Citation.]  In  short,  a project  must  be  open  for  public  discussion  and  subject  to  agency 
modification  during  the  CEQA  process."  {Concerned  Citizens  of  Costa  Mesa.  Inc.  v.  33rd  Dist. 
Agricultural  Assn.  (1986)  42  Cal. 3d  929,  936.)  Similarly,  additional  studies  included  in  a Final 
E1R  that  result  in  minor  modifications  or  additions  to  analysis  concerning  significant  impacts 
disclosed  in  a Draft  EIR  does  not  constitute  "significant  new  information"  requiring  recirculation 
of an  EIR.  (See  Mount  Shasta  Bioregional  Ecology  Center  v.  County  of  Siskiyou  (2012)210 
Cal.App.4th  184,  221  [incorporation  of  technical  studies  in  a Final  EIR  disclosing  additional 
locations  affected  by  a significant  noise  impact  identified  in  the  Draft  EIR  did  not  require 
recirculation].)  Ffere.  the  changes  made  to  the  Project  and  the  additional  evidence  relied  on  in  the 
FSE1R  are  exactly  the  kind  of  information  and  revisions  that  the  case  law  recognizes  as 
legitimate  and  proper  and  does  not  trigger  the  need  to  recirculate  the  GSW  DSEIR.  IN  fact. 

OCII  requested  many  of  the  Project  refinements  and  the  performance  of  additional  analysis 
based  on  comments  received  from  the  Mission  Bay  Citizens  Advisory  Committee,  the  UCSF 
Chancellor's  Office,  neighborhood  organizations  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Event  Center,  and  other 
community  stakeholders. 

E.  AB  900 

The  Project  Sponsor  applied  to  the  Governor  of  California  for  certification  of  the  Project  as  a 
leadership  project  under  AB  900,  and  the  application  was  subject  to  public  review  from  March  2. 
2015.  through  April  I.  2015.  On  March  21, 2015.  the  California  Air  Resources  Board  ("CARB") 
issued  Executive  Order  G-l  5-022.  determining  that  the  Project  would  not  result  in  any  net 
additional  greenhouse  gases  (“GHGs")  for  purposes  of  certification  under  AB  900.  On  April  30, 
2015,  Governor  Edmund  G.  Brown  Jr.  certified  the  Project  as  an  eligible  project  under  AB  900. 
and  the  Governor's  Office  of  Planning  and  Research  ("OPR")  forwarded  the  Governor's 
determination  to  the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee.  OPR  prepared  an  independent 
evaluation  of  the  transportation  efficiency  analysis.  On  May  22.  2015,  the  State  Legislative 
Analyst's  Office  indicated  that  the  Project  aligns  with  the  intent  of  AB  900,  and  recommended  to 
the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee  that  it  concur  with  the  Governor's  determination.  On 
May  27.  2015.  the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee  concurred  w ith  the  Governor's 
determination  that  the  Project  is  an  eligible  project  under  AB  900. 

The  process  of  certifying  a project  as  an  environmental  leadership  project  pursuant  to  AB  900, 
including  quantification  of  GHG  emissions,  is  a separate  process  from  the  preparation  of  an  EIR 
under  CEQA,  w ith  separate  and  distinct  review  and  approval  requirements.  The  Governor's 
findings  and  certification  of  the  Project  as  an  environmental  leadership  development  project  are 
final  and  are  not  subject  to  judicial  review.  (Pub.  Resources  Code.  § 21 1 84.  subd.  (b)(  1 ).) 
Because  the  Project  is  an  environmental  leadership  development  project.  SFMTA.  has  complied 
with  procedures  set  forth  in  Public  Resources  sections  21186  and  21 187  as  part  of  the 
administrative  review  process  for  the  Project.  In  the  event  of  litigation  challenging  approval  of 
the  Project  by  SFMTA.  the  environmental  leadership  development  project  is  subject  to  Rules  of 
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Court  specifically  designed  to  ensure  the  actions  or  proceedings  challenging  the  adequacy  of  an 
E1R  adopted  for  an  env  ironmental  leadership  development  project  or  the  granting  of  project 
approvals  for  such  a project,  including  any  potential  appeals  therefrom,  are  resolved,  within  270 
days  of  certification  of  the  record  of  proceedings.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21  I 85.) 

F.  Consistency  with  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 

The  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  designates  land  uses  for  specific  parcels  within  the 
Plan  Area.  Proposed  land  uses  to  be  permitted  for  Blocks  29-32  are  designated  as  Commercial 
Industrial  / Retail,  and  the  plan  provides  for  either  principal  or  secondary  uses  at  this  site. 

Primary  uses  are  permitted  in  accordance  with  the  Plan's  provisions,  and  secondary  uses  are 
permitted,  provided  that  such  use  generally  conforms  w ith  redevelopment  objectives  and 
planning  and  design  controls  established  pursuant  to  this  Plan.  As  the  GSW  DSEIR  explains  on 
page  4-2,  "[ojn  September  I 7.  1998.  by  Resolution  No.  14702.  the  Planning  Commission 
determined  that  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  prov  ides  for  a type,  intensity,  and 
location  of  development  that  is  consistent  with  the  overall  goals,  objectives,  and  policies  of  the 
General  Plan.  Therefore,  the  project's  consistency  w ith  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment 
Plan  ...  would  ensure  that  the  project  would  not  obviously  or  substantially  conflict  with  General 
Plan  goals,  policies,  or  objectives." 

A project  is  consistent  with  a general  plan  "if.  considering  all  its  aspects,  it  will  further  the 
objectives  and  policies  of  the  general  plan  and  not  obstruct  their  attainment."  (Corona-Norco 
Unified  School  Dist.  v.  City  of  Corona  { 1993)  17  Cal.App.4th  985,  994.)  A 100%  match  with 
each  policy  is  not  required.  ( Clover  Valley  Foundation  v.  City  of  Rocklin  (201 1)  197  Cal.App.4th 
200.  238.)  Rather,  a lead  agency  must  consider  whether  a project  is  "compatible  with  "the 
objectives,  policies,  general  land  uses  and  programs  specified  in  the  general  plan."  (Ibid.)  A 
project  will  only  be  considered  inconsistent  if  it  "conflicts  with  a general  plan  policy  that  is 
fundamental,  mandatory,  and  clear."  ( Endangered  Habitats  League,  Inc.  v.  County  of  Orange 
(2005)  131  Cal.App.4th  777.  782.) 

The  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  identifies  the  following  principal  uses  under  the 
Commercial  Industrial/Retail  land  use  designation  applicable  to  Blocks  29-32:  manufacturing; 
institutions;  retails  sales  and  services;  arts  activities:  art  spaces:  office  use;  home  and  business 
services:  animal  care;  wholesaling:  automotive;  and  other  uses  (e.g..  greenhouse,  nursery,  open 
recreation  and  activity  areas,  parking  and  certain  telecommunications-related  facilities).  The 
following  secondary  uses  are  also  identified:  institutions,  assembly  and  entertainment,  and  other 
uses  (including  public  structures  or  uses  of  a nonindustrial  character). 

Additionally,  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  describes  general  controls  and 
limitations  for  development,  and  sets  limits  on  leasable  square  footages  of  various  uses  within 
defined  zones  w ithin  the  Plan  Area,  including  the  Project  site.  The  Plan  sets  a maximum  floor 
area  ratio  of  2.9  to  l for  the  commercial  industrial/  retail  uses  at  the  Project  site,  and  the 
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maximum  building  height  within  the  entire  plan  area  is  160  leet.  1 he  plan  further  indicates  that 
within  the  limits,  restrictions,  and  controls  established  in  the  plan.  OCI1  is  authorized  to  establish 
height  limits  of  buildings,  land  coverage,  density,  setback  requirements,  design  and  sign  criteria, 
traffic  circulation  and  access  standards  and  other  development  and  design  controls  in  the  Design 
for  Development. 

As  discussed  further  in  the  Initial  Study.  FSE1R.  OCII  CEQA  Findings,  OCII  Secondary  Use 
Findings,  and  supporting  evidence  in  the  record,  the  Project  does  not  conflict  with  any  land  use 
plans  or  policies  that  provide  guidance  for  development  proposed  within  the  region,  including 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan,  the  San  Francisco  General  Plan,  San  Francisco 
Planning  Code.  Plan  Bay  Area,  the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan,  San  Francisco  Bay  Plan,  and  the  San 
Francisco  Basin  Plan. 

G.  Contents  and  Location  of  Record 

The  record  upon  which  all  findings  and  determinations  related  to  the  Project  consists  of  those 
items  listed  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21 167.6,  subdiv  ision  (e),  including  but  not  limited 
to  the  following  documents,  which  are  incorporated  by  reference  and  made  part  of  the  record 
supporting  these  findings: 

• The  NOP  and  all  other  public  notices  issued  by  OCII  in  conjunction  with  the  Project. 

• The  FSEIR  and  all  documents  referenced  in  or  relied  upon  by  the  FSEIR.  (The  references 
in  these  findings  to  the  FSEIR  include  the  GSW  DSE1R,  the  R PC,  and  the  Initial  Study.) 

• The  MMRP  for  the  Project. 

• All  findings  and  resolutions  adopted  by  OCII  in  connection  with  the  Project,  and  all 
documents  cited  or  referred  to  therein. 

• All  information  including  written  evidence  and  testimony  provided  by  City  and  OCII 
staff  to  the  OCII  Commission  relating  to  the  FSEIR,  the  Project,  and  the  alternatives  set 
forth  in  the  FSEIR  or  these  CEQA  findings. 

• All  information  provided  by  the  public,  including  the  proceedings  of  the  public  hearings 
on  the  adequacy  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  the  transcripts  of  the  hearings,  including  the 
OCII  Commission  hearing  on  June  30,  2015,  and  written  correspondence  received  by 
OCII  staff  during  the  public  comment  period  of  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

• All  information  and  documents  included  on  the  website  prepared  for  the  Project  pursuant 
AB  900.  which  are  available  at  the  following  link:  http://www.usweventcenter.com/ 

SFMTA  has  relied  on  all  the  documents  listed  above  in  reaching  its  decision  on  the  Project,  even 
if  not  every  document  was  formally  presented  to  it.  Without  exception,  any  documents  set  forth 
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above  not  found  in  the  Project  (lies  fall  into  one  of  two  categories.  In  the  first  category,  many  of 
them  reflect  prior  planning  or  legislative  decisions  of  which  the  SFMTA  was  familiar  with  when 
approving  the  Project.  (See  City  of  Santa  Cruz  v.  Local  Agency  Formation  Com.  ( 1 978)  76 
Cal.App.3d  381. 391-392:  Dominev  v.  Dept,  of  Personnel  Admin.  (1988)  205  CaI.App.3d  729, 
738.  fn.  6.)  In  the  second  category,  documents  that  influenced  the  expert  advice  provided  to 
SFMTA  staff  form  part  of  the  underlying  factual  basis  for  SFMTA's  decisions  relating  to 
approval  of  the  Project  and  properly  constitute  pail  of  the  administrative  record.  (See  Pub. 
Resources  Code,  § 21 167.6.  subd.  (e)(  1 0):  Browning-Ferris  Industries  r.  City  Council  of  City  of 
San  Jose  ( 1986)  181  CaI.App.3d  852.  866:  Stanislaus  Audubon  Society,  Inc.  v.  County  of 
Stanislaus  ( 1995)  33  Cal.App.4th  144.  153.  155.) 

The  public  hearing  transcript,  a copy  of  all  letters  regarding  the  GSW  DSEIR  received  during  the 
public  review  period,  the  administrative  record,  and  background  documentation  for  the  FSEIR. 
as  well  as  additional  materials  concerning  approval  of  the  Project  and  adoption  of  these  findings 
are  contained  in  the  Project  files  which  are  available  by  contacting  Claudia  Guerra.  OCI1 
Commission  Secretary,  the  Custodian  of  Records  for  OC11.  at  the  Office  of  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure,  I South  Van  Ness  Avenue.  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94103,  or 
the  Custodian  of  Records  for  SFMTA.  Roberta  Boomer.  SFMTA  Board  Secretary,  at  I South 
Van  Ness,  7lh  Floor.  San  Francisco,  CA  94103.  All  files  have  been  available  to  the  OC1I 
Commission  and  the  public  for  review  in  considering  these  findings  and  whether  to  approve  the 
Project. 

IU.  APPROVAL  ACTIONS 

The  SFMTA  is  a responsible  agency  under  CEQA.  and  is  taking  the  following  actions  and 
approvals  to  implement  the  Project: 

• Adoption  of  CEQA  Findings,  a mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program,  and  the 
adoption  of  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  with  respect  to  the  effects  of  those 
activities  involved  in  the  Project  which  SFMTA  is  required  to  carry  out  or  approve. 

OCll  and  the  OCI1  Commission,  as  lead  agency,  has  taken  or  will  be  taking  various  actions  to 
approve  and  implement  the  Project,  including: 

• Certification  of  the  FSEIR  by  the  OCll  Commission: 

• Adoption  of  CEQA  Findings,  a mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program,  and  the 
adoption  of  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  by  the  OCll  Commission; 

• Approval  of  Secondary  Use  Findings  by  the  OCll  Executive  Director; 

• Approval  by  the  OCll  Commission  of  a new  Major  Phase  for  Blocks  29-32.  and  related 
conditions  of  approval; 
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• Approval  by  the  OCII  Commission  of  Combined  Basic  Concept  and  Schematic  Designs 
("Schematic  Designs’")  for  the  Project; 

• Approval  by  OCII  Executive  Director  (in  addition  to  approval  by  the  Mayor  and 
Department  of  Public  Works  Executive  Director)  for  non-material  changes  to  Mission 
Bay  South  Infrastructure  Plan:  and 

• Approval  by  the  OCII  Commission  (and  any  other  City  Departments  as  required  under 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Plan.  Owner  Participation  Agreement.  Interagency  Corporation 
Agreement,  and  associated  documents)  of:  amendments  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Design 
for  Development,  and  modifications  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Signage  Master  Plan  and 
Mission  Bay  South  Streetscape  Plan,  and  conditions  of  approval. 

Project  implementation  will  also  involve  consultation  with,  or  require  approvals  by.  state  and 
local  regulatory  agencies,  including; 

• Mayor  of  the  City  of  San  Francisco 

• Port  of  San  Francisco 

• San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

• San  Francisco  Entertainment  Commission 

• San  Francisco  Planning  Commission 

• San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

• San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors 

• San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

• San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection 

• Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District  ("BAAQMD") 

• University  of  California,  San  Francisco 

IV.  Findings  About  Significant  F.nviron mental  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measures 

The  following  Sections -V.  VI,  VII  - set  forth  SFMTA's  findings  about  the  FSEIR's 
determinations  regarding  significant  environmental  impacts  and  the  mitigation  measures 
proposed  to  address  them. 

As  further  described  below  in  section  VI.  as  a responsible  agency,  SFMTA  is  responsible  for 
analyzing  only  the  environmental  effects  of  those  parts  of  the  Project  that  it  is  required  to 
implement.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21002.1.  subd.  (d).)  Accordingly,  SFMTA  hereby  adopts 
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Mitigation  Measures  M-TR-2a.  M-TR-2b.  M-IR-6.  M-TR-1  la,  M-TR-!  lc.  and  M-TR-13, 
which  will  mitigate  the  impacts  to  transportation  and  circulation.  The  SFMTA  Board  of 
Directors  finds  SFMTA  has  funds  available  at  its  sole  discretion  that  will  be  used  to  pay  for 
implementing  Mitigation  Measures  M-TR-6  and  M-TR-13  in  order  to  reduce  the  impacts 
identified  in  the  FSEIR.  the  MMRP.  and  as  set  forth  below  to  a less  than  significant  level  as 
mitigated  . However,  for  the  other  listed  measures  under  the  SFMTA  jurisdiction,  the  SFMTA 
Board  adopts  these  measures  but  only  to  the  extent  that  funding  is  available  to  pay  for  such 
mitigation.  Because  funding  is  subject  to  the  discretion  of  future  Boards  of  Supervisors  and 
SFMTA  Boards  as  well  as  other  budgetary  factors  and  considerations,  such  funding  cannot  be 
guaranteed,  and  therefore,  as  explained  in  the  FSEIR.  the  MMRP.  and  as  set  forth  below,  the 
impacts  associated  with  these  mitigation  measures  are  significant  and  unavoidable.  The 
remaining  mitigation  measures,  with  the  exception  ofM-HZ-lb,  are  the  primary  responsibility  of 
OCII  in  conjunction  with  OCITs  approval  actions  associated  with  the  construction  and  operation 
of  the  Project/ 

In  addition,  although  CEQA  does  not  require  mitigation  measures  to  be  adopted  to  address 
impacts  that  are  determined  to  be  less  than  significant  (Cal.  Oak  Foundation  v.  Regents  ofU.  of 
Cal.  (2010)  1 88  Cal.App.4th  227.  282).  SFMTA  has  exercised  its  discretion  to  require 
“improvement  measures"  to  further  reduce  or  avoid  impacts  that  the  FSEIR  determined  to  be  less 
than  significant  without  mitigation.  Accordingly.  SFMTA  hereby  adopts  Improvement  Measures 
l-TR-4.  I-TR-8.  and  l-TR-10b.  The  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  finds  SFMTA  has  funds 
available  at  its  sole  discretion  that  will  be  used  to  pay  for  implementing  Improvement  Measures 
I-TR-8.  For  the  other  listed  Implementation  Measures  under  the  SFMTA  jurisdiction,  the 
SFMTA  Board  adopts  these  measures  but  only  to  the  extent  that  funding  is  available  to  pay  for 
such  mitigation.  Because  funding  is  subject  to  the  discretion  of  future  Boards  of  Supervisors  and 
SFMTA  Boards  as  well  as  other  budgetary  factors  and  considerations,  such  funding  cannot  be 
guaranteed. 

In  making  these  findings,  SFMTA  has  considered  the  opinions  of  staff  and  experts,  other 
agencies  and  members  of  the  public.  SFMTA  finds  that  the  determination  of  significance 
thresholds  is  generally  a decision  requiring  judgment  within  the  discretion  of  the  OCII 
Commission  as  the  lead  agency;  the  significance  thresholds  used  in  the  FSEIR  are  supported  bv 
substantial  evidence  in  the  record,  including  the  expert  opinion  of  the  FSEIR  preparers  and  OCII 
staff;  and  the  significance  thresholds  used  in  the  FSEIR  provide  reasonable  and  appropriate 
means  of  assessing  the  significance  of  the  adverse  environmental  effects  of  the  Project.  Thus, 
although  as  a legal  matter.  SFMTA  is  not  bound  by  the  significance  determinations  in  the  FSEIR 
(see  Pub.  Resources  Code.  § 21082.2,  subd.  (e)),  SFMTA  finds  them  persuasive  and  hereby 
adopts  them  as  its  own. 

' M-FfAZ-lb  is  the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District, 
which  will  be  responsible  for  adopting  and  implementing  the  measure  pursuant  to  Section 
21002.1.  subdivision  (d)  of  the  Public  Resources  Code. 
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To  avoid  duplication  and  redundancy,  and  because  the  SFMTA  agrees  with,  and  hereby  adopts, 
the  conclusions  in  the  FSEIR.  these  findings  will  not  repeat  the  analysis  and  conclusions  in  the 
FSE1R.  but  instead  incorporates  them  by  reference  in  these  findings  and  relies  upon  them  as 
substantial  evidence  supporting  these  findings.  The  full  text  of  all  mitigation  measures  is 
contained  in  the  FSEIR  and  in  the  MMRP,  Exhibit  1 to  these  findings.  SFMTA  finds  that  the 
implementation  of  the  mitigation  measures  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  OCil  as 
lead  agency,  in  conjunction  with  SFMTA's  adoption  of  Mitigation  Measures  M-  fR-2a,  M-TR- 
2b,  M-TR-6.  M-TR-1  la.  M-TR-1 1c.  and  M-TR-13,  with  the  limitations  discussed  above,  and 
BAAQMD's  adoption  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-HAZ- 1 b as  responsible  agencies,  will  mitigate 
the  associated  impacts  identified  in  the  FSEIR  as  described  further  in  Sections  IV,  VI.  VII  below. 

V.  IMPACTS  FOUND  TO  BE  LESS  THAN  SIGNIFICANT  AND  THUS  REQUIRING 
NO  MITIGATION 

Under  CEQA.  no  mitigation  measures  are  required  for  impacts  that  are  less  than  significant. 

(Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21002;  CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  15126.4.  subd.  (a)(3),  15091.)  Based  on 
substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding,  the  SFMTA  agrees  that 
implementation  of  the  Project  will  not  result  in  any  significant  impacts  in  the  following  areas  and 
that  these  impact  areas,  therefore,  do  not  require  mitigation.  In  some  instances,  the  Project  would 
have  no  impact  in  a particular  area;  these  instances  are  denoted  below  by  "NI"  for  no  impact. 

A.  Land  Use  and  Land  Use  Planning 

1.  Impact  LU-1,  Impacts  on  an  established  community  from  physical  division  of  the 
area.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-1S  p.  29;  R FC,  Response  LU-I : Response  PP-I ; 
Response  PD- 1 .) 

2.  Impact  LU-2.  Consistency  with  plans,  policies  and  regulations.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  30;  RTC,  Response  LU-1;  Response  LU-2;  Response  PP-1 : 
Response  PD- 1 .) 

3.  Impact  LU-3,  Effects  on  existing  land  use  character.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix 
NOP-IS  p.  32;  RFC.  Response  LU-1;  Response  PP-1;  Response  PD-1.) 

4.  Impact  C-LU-1.  Significant  cumulative  impacts  to  land  use  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  34;  R FC,  Response  LU-1;  Response  PD-1.) 

B.  Population  and  Housing 

1.  Impact  PH-1,  Effects  of  construction  activities  on  population  growth.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  39.) 

2.  Impact  PH-2,  Effects  of  construction  on  existing  housing  units  and  housing 
demand.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  40.) 
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3.  Impact  PH-3.  Effects  of  construction  on  existing  housing  units  or  residents  from 
displacement.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  40.) 

4.  Impact  PH-4.  Effects  of  operations  on  population  growth.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  41;  RFC.  Response  PL)-4.) 

5.  Impact  PH-5.  Effects  of  operations  on  housing  displacement  or  housing  demand 
(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

6.  Impact  PH-6  (NI).  Effects  of  operations  on  displacement  of  people  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

7.  Impact  C-PH-1.  Significant  cumulative  effects  on  population  and  housing  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

C.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  CP-1,  Substantial  adverse  change  to  historical  resources.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  47.) 

2.  Impact  CP-3.  Destruction  of  paleontological  or  geologic  features  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  55.) 

3.  Impact  CP-4.  Disturbance  of  human  remains  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p. 
56.) 

D.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  TR-1.  Construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2- 1 1 1 ; RTC.  Response  TR- 1 0:  Response  TR- 1 1 .) 

2.  Impact  TR-4,  Effects  on  transit  demand  without  SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-135;  RTC,  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-5:  Response  TR-12.) 

3.  Impact  TR-7,  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  without  SF  Giants  game. 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-157;  RFC.  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-7.) 

4.  Impact  TR-8.  Effects  of  loading  on  hazardous  conditions  or  delays  for  traffic, 
transit,  bikes  or  pedestrians.  (GSW;  DSEIR  p.  5.2-161;  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response 
TR-8.) 

5.  Impact  TR-9b,  Effects  of  construction  lighting  on  UCSF  helipad  flight 
operations.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-266.) 

6.  Impact  TR-9c.  Obstruction  of  IICSF  helipad  airspace  surfaces.  (GSW6 7  DSEIR  p. 

5.2-267.) 
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7.  Impact  TR-10.  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  without  SF  Giants  game. 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-166;  R FC,  Response  TR-9;  Response  TR-I  1.) 

8.  Impact  TR-16,  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  with  overlapping  SF 
Giants  evening  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-1 89;  R FC,  Response  TR-2.) 

9.  Impact  TR-I7.  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  with  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-189;  R FC,  Response  1 R-2.) 

10.  Impact  TR-23,  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  without  Muni  Special 
Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-206;  R 1 C.  Response  I R-2.) 

11.  Impact  TR-24,  Effects  on  loading  without  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service 
Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-207;  R FC,  Response  TR-2.) 

12.  Impact  TR-25,  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  without  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-208;  RFC,  Response  TR-2.) 

13.  Impact  C-TR-1.  Cumulative  construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts. 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-210;  RTC.  Response  TR-10;  Response  TR-1 1 .) 

14.  Impact  C-TR-7,  Cumulative  adverse  bicycle  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-230; 
RTC.  Response  TR-2.) 

15.  Impact  C-TR-8.  Cumulative  adverse  loading  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-230; 
R FC.  Response  TR-2.) 

16.  Impact  C -TR-10.  Cumulative  adverse  emergency  vehicle  access  impacts.  (GSWr 
DSEIR  p.  5.2-230;  RTC.  Response  TR-2.) 

Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  NO-1.  Effects  of  construction  on  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project 
vicinity  above  levels  existing  without  the  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-20;  FSE1R. 
Chapter  12.  Sections  12.2.3  and  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-2:  Response  NOl-3;  Response 
NOI-4.) 

2.  Impact  NO-2,  Construction  noise  in  excess  of  standards  in  general  plan,  noise 
ordinance  of  other  applicable  standards.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-24;  RTC.  Response  NOI-2; 
Response  NOI-4.) 

3.  Impact  NO-3.  Effects  of  construction  on  groundborne  vibration  levels.  (GSW' 
DSEIR  p.  5.3-24;  FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-3b;  Response  NOI- 
5.) 
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4.  Impact  C-NO-3.  Noise  impacts  of  UCSF  helipad  operations  on  Project  occupants 
(GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.3-44.) 

F.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ  3:  Toxic  Air  Contaminants  from  Construction  Activities.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.4-43:  FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Sections  12.2.1.  12.3.2:  Response  AQ-I:  Response 
AQ-4:  Response  AQ-5:  Response  AQ-6.) 

2.  Impact  C-AQ-2:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Toxic  Air  Contamination  and 
Diesel  Particulate  Matter  Emissions  (GSW  DSEIR  5.4-56;  FSEIR.  Chapter  12. 

Sections  12.2.1.  12.3.2:  Response  AQ-I;  Response  AQ-5.) 

G.  Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions 

1.  Impact  C-GG-1.  Effect  of  greenhouse  gas  emissions  or  conflict  with  existing 
greenhouse  gas  regulations  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.5-10:  RFC,  Response  AB-1:  Response 
GHG-2.) 

H.  Wind  and  Shadow 

1.  Impact  C-WS-1,  Cumulative  impacts  of  development  on  wind  in  a manner  that 
would  substantially  affect  off-site  public  areas.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-19;  FSEIR.  Chapter 
12.  Section  12.2.2:  Response  WS-1.) 

2.  Impact  C-WS-2.  Cumulative  shadow  impacts  on  publically  accessible  open 
space  or  public  areas  within  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-21 ; RTC. 
Response  WS-2.) 

3.  Impact  C-WS-3.  Cumulative  shadow  impacts  on  publically  accessible  open 
space  or  public  areas  outside  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-23: 

R FC.  Response  WS-2.) 


I.  Recreation 

1.  Impact  RE-1.  Effects  on  existing  parks  and  recreational  facilities.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  62:  RTC.  Response  REC-I : Response  REC-2.) 

2.  Impact  RE-2.  Project  requires  construction  or  expansion  of  recreational  facilities. 
(GSW  DSEIR.  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  63;  RTC.  Response  REC-I ; Response  REC-2.) 

3.  Impact  C-RE-1,  Cumulative  recreational  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix 
NOP-IS  p.  64.) 

J.  Utilities  and  Service  Systems 


23 


1.  Impact  UT-1.  Effects  on  water  supply  facilities  or  entitlements.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  66:  RTC,  Response  UTIL-1 ; Response  UTIL-2.) 

2.  Impact  LT-2.  Construction  of  new  or  expanded  water  treatment  facilities.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  68;  RTC,  Response  UTIL- 1 ) 

3.  Impact  UT-3.  Sufficient  permitted  landfill  capacity  for  Project's  waste  disposal 
needs.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  69.) 

4.  Impact  UT-4,  Project  complies  with  federal,  state  and  local  statutes  and 
regulations  related  to  solid  waste.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  71 .) 

5.  Impact  UT-5.  Project  in  itself  would  require  the  construction  of  new,  or 
expansion  of  existing,  wastewater  treatment  facilities.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-1 1 ; RFC, 
Response  UTIL-3;  Response  UTIL-4:  Response  UTIL-6.) 

6.  Impact  C-UT-1.  Cumulative  utilities  and  service  system  impacts  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  72.) 

7.  Impact  C-UT-3,  Cumulative  impact  on  demand  for  new  stormwater  drainage 
facilities  or  expansion  of  existing  facilities  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-1  8;  RTC,  Response 
UTIL-7;  Response  UTIL-8.) 

K.  Public  Services 

1.  Impact  PS-1,  Effects  of  Project  on  need  for  new  or  altered  governmental 
facilities  for  schools  or  other  services.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  75;  R I C. 
Response  PS-3.) 

2.  Impact  PS-2,  Effects  of  Project  construction  on  tire  protection,  emergency 
medical  services  and  law  enforcement.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-1 1:  RTC.  Response  PS-1 : 
Response  PS-2.) 

3.  Impact  PS-3.  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  lire  protection  or  emergency 
medical  services.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-12:  RTC.  Response  PS-1;  Response  PS-2.) 

4.  Impact  PS-4.  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  law  enforcement.  (GSW  DSEIR  p. 
5.8-14;  RTC,  Response  PS-I:  Response  PS-2.) 

5.  Impact  C-PS-1,  Cumulative  impacts  on  schools  or  other  services  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  75;  RTC,  Response  PS-3.) 

6.  Impact  C-PS-2.  Cumulative  impacts  on  fire  protection,  emergency  medical 
services  and  law  enforcement  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-16;  RTC.  Response  PS-1:  Response 
PS-2.) 
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L.  Biological  Resources 


1.  Impact  BI-1.  Effects  of  Project  on  special  status  species.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  77:  RTC.  Response  BIO- 1 : Response  BIO-2:  Response  BIO-3.) 

2.  Impact  Bl-2  (INI),  Effects  of  Project  on  riparian  habitat  or  sensitive  natural 
community.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  79;  RTC.  Response  BIO-1;  Response 
BIO-4.) 

3.  Impact  BI-3,  Effects  of  Project  on  wetlands  or  navigable  waters.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  79;  RTC.  Response  BIO- 1 : Response  BIO-2;  Response  BIO-5.) 

4.  Impact  BI-5,  Project  complies  w ith  local  policies  or  ordinances  protecting 
biological  resources  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  83.) 

5.  Impact  C-BI-I.  Cumulative  impacts  on  biological  resources  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  84:  RTC.  Response  BIO- 1 ; Response  BIO-2:  Response  BIO-3; 
Response  BIO-4;  Response  BIO-5:  Response  BIO-6.) 

M.  Geology  and  Soils 

1.  Impact  GE-1,  Exposure  of  people  to  rupture  of  earthquake  fault,  seismic 
groundshaking,  ground  failure  or  landslides.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  86; 
RTC.  Response  GEO- 1 ; Response  GEO-2;  Response  GEO-3:  Response  GEO-4.) 

2.  Impact  GE-2.  Erosion  or  loss  of  top  soil.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p. 

87.) 

3.  Impact  GE-3.  Location  of  Project  on  unstable  soils,  or  creation  of  unstable  soils 
by  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  88:  RTC.  Response  GEO-5.) 

4.  Impact  GE-4.  Location  of  Project  on  expansive  or  problematic  soils.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  91:  RTC.  Response  GEO-6.) 

5.  Impact  GE-5.  Effect  of  Project  on  topography  or  unique  geologic  features  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  92.) 

6.  Impact  C-GE-1,  Cumulative  impacts  related  to  geologic  hazards  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  92.) 

N.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

I.  Impact  HY-1.  Violation  of  water  quality  standards  or  degradation  of  water 
quality  from  construction-related  activities  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  99:  RTC, 
Response  HYD-2.) 
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2.  Impact  HY-la,  Violation  of  water  quality  standards  or  degradation  of  water 
quality  from  construction-related  dewatering.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-31;  RTC,  Response 
HYD-1 .) 

3.  Impact  HY-2,  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  groundwater  supplies  and 
groundwater  recharge.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  101 .) 

4.  Impact  HY-3.  Effects  of  Project  on  existing  drainage  patterns  and  rates  and 
amounts  of  surface  runoff.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  102.) 

5.  Impact  HY-4,  Effects  of  Project  on  Hood  risk  exposure  and  Hood  Hows.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  102;  RTC.  Response  HYD-6.) 

6.  Impact  HY-5.  Effects  of  Project  on  exposure  to  seiche  or  tsunami  inundation. 
(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  103;  RTC.  Response  EIYD-8.) 

7.  Impact  HY-7,  Effect  of  Project  on  exposure  to  Hooding.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-41 ; 
RTC.  Response  HYD-6;  Response  HYD-7.) 

8.  Impact  C-IIY-l,  Cumulative  effects  on  hydrology  and  water.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  105;  RTC.  Response  HYD-1:  Response  HYD-6;  Response  HYD-7: 
Response  1 IYD-8.) 

9.  Impact  C-HY-2,  Cumulative  impacts  on  compliance  with  National  Pollutant 
Discharge  Elimination  System  ("NPDES”)  permit  requirements,  water  quality  standards 
or  waste  water  requirements  related  to  changes  in  wastewater  and  stormwater  discharges; 
on  the  Mission  Bay  separate  stormwater  system:  or  on  polluted  runoff.  Cumulative  wet 
weather  Hows  would  not  contribute  to  an  increase  in  combined  sewer  discharges.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.9-44;  RTC,  Response  HYD-3:  Response  HYD-5.) 

10.  Impact  C-HY-3,  Cumulative  impacts  on  flood  risk  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-48; 

RTC.  Response  HYD-6;  Response  HYD-7.) 

O.  Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials 

1.  Impact  HZ-3,  Effects  on  adopted  emergency  response  and  evacuation  plans,  and 
fire  exposure  risk.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  I 19;  RTC.  Response  HAZ-8.) 

2.  Impact  C-HZ-1,  Cumulative  impacts  related  to  hazardous  materials.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  121.) 

P.  Mineral  and  Energy  Resources 
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1.  Impact  ME-1.  Project  utilization  of  large  amounts  of  fuel,  water  or  energy  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  123:  FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.2:  Response  EN-I: 
Response  PCM.) 

2.  Impact  C-ME-1.  Cumulative  impacts  on  energy  resources  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  125.) 

VI.  FINDINGS  OF  POTENTIALLY  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACTS  THAT  CAN  BE 
AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A LESS-THAN-SICNIFICANT  LEVEL 

Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  provides  that  "public  agencies  should  not  approve  projects 
as  proposed  if  there  are  feasible  alternatives  or  feasible  mitigation  measures  available  which 
would  substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental  effects  of  such  projects[.]”  The  same 
statute  provides  that  the  procedures  required  by  CEQA  "are  intended  to  assist  public  agencies  in 
systematically  identifying  both  the  significant  effects  of  projects  and  the  feasible  alternatives  or 
feasible  mitigation  measures  which  will  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  such  significant  effects." 

The  mandate  and  principles  announced  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  are 
implemented,  in  part,  through  the  requirement  that  agencies  must  adopt  findings  before 
approving  projects  for  which  EIRs  are  required.  For  each  significant  environmental  effect 
identified  in  an  EIR  for  a project,  the  approving  agency  must  issue  a written  finding  reaching  one 
or  more  of  three  permissible  conclusions.  (CEQA  Guidelines.  § 1 5091 .)  The  first  such  finding  is 
that  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required  in.  or  incorporated  into,  the  project  which  avoid  or 
substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental  effect  as  identified  in  the  final  EIR.  (CEQA 
Guidelines.  § 15091.  subd.  (a)(1).)  The  second  permissible  finding  is  that  such  changes  or 
alterations  are  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  another  public  agency  and  not  the 
agency  making  the  finding,  and  such  changes  have  been  adopted  by  such  other  agency  or  can 
and  should  be  adopted  by  such  other  agency.  (CEQA  Guidelines.  § 1 5091 . subd.  (a)(2).)  The 
third  potential  conclusion  is  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other 
considerations,  including  provision  of  employment  opportunities  for  highly  trained  workers, 
make  infeasible  the  mitigation  measures  or  project  alternatives  identified  in  the  Final  EIR. 

(CEQA  Guidelines.  § 15091.  subd.  (a)(3).)  Public  Resources  Code,  section  21061.1  defines 
"feasible"  to  mean  "capable  of  being  accomplished  in  a successful  manner  within  a reasonable 
period  of  time,  taking  into  account  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and  technological 
factors."  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15364  adds  another  factor:  "legal"  considerations.  (See  also 
Citizens  of  Goleta  Valley  v.  Bd.  of  Supervisors  ( 1990)  52  Cal. 3d  553.  565  ( "(ioleta  //”).) 

The  concept  of  "feasibility"  also  encompasses  the  question  of  whether  a particular  alternative  or 
mitigation  measure  promotes  the  underlying  goals  and  objectives  of  a project.  (City  of  Del  Mar 
v.  City  of  San  Diego  ( 1 982)  1 33  Cal.App.3d  410.  417  (( 7 tv  of  Del  Mar):  Sierra  Club  v.  County  of 
Napa  (2004)  121  Cal.App.4th  1490,  1506-1509  [court  upholds  CEQA  findings  rejecting 
alternatives  in  reliance  on  applicant's  project  objectives];  see  also  California  Native  Plant 
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Society  v.  City  of  Santa  Cm:  (2009)  1 77  Cal.App.4th  957.  1001  ( CNPS ) [“an  alternative  ‘may  be 
found  infeasible  on  the  ground  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  project  objectives  as  long  as  the  finding 
is  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  record"’]  (quoting  1 Kostka  & Zischke.  Practice 
Under  the  Cal.  Environmental  Quality  Act  [Cent. Ed. Bar  2d  ed.  2009],  § 1 7.30,  p.  825);  In  re 
Bay-Delta  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  Coordinated  Proceedings  (2008)  43 
Cal.4th  I 143.  I 165,  1 166  ["[i]n  the  CALFED  program,  feasibility  is  strongly  linked  to 
achievement  of  each  of  the  primary  program  objectives’’;  “a  lead  agency  may  structure  its  EIR 
alternative  analysis  around  a reasonable  definition  of  underlying  purpose  and  need  not  study 
alternatives  that  cannot  achieve  that  basic  goal’’].)  Moreover,  “'feasibility'  under  CEQA 
encompasses  ’desirability’  to  the  extent  that  desirability  is  based  on  a reasonable  balancing  of  the 
relevant  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and  technological  factors.”  (City  of  Del  Mar. 
supra.  133  Cal.App.3d  at  p.  417;  see  also  CNPS.  supra.  177  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1001  [“an 
alternative  that  ’is  impractical  or  undesirable  form  a policy  standpoint’  may  be  rejected  as 
in  feasible”]  [quoting  2 Kostka  & Zischke,  Practice  Under  the  Cal.  Environmental  Quality  Act. 
supra , § 1 7.29.  p.  824 1;  San  Diego  Citizenry  Group  v.  County  of  San  Diego  (20 1 3 ) 2 1 9 
Cal.App.4th  1.  17.) 

The  findings  in  this  Section  VI  and  Section  VIA  and  in  Section  VII  and  Section  V 1 1 A concern 
mitigation  measures  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR.  These  findings  discuss  mitigation  measures  as 
proposed  in  the  FSEIR.  The  full  explanation  of  the  potentially  significant  environmental  impacts 
is  set  forth  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  (including  the  Initial  Study  which  OCII  made  part  of  the  GSW 
DSEIR  through  its  inclusion  in  GSW  DSEIR  Volume  3 — Appendix  NOP-IS)  and  in  some  cases 
is  further  explained  in  the  R FC.  As  indicated  in  the  MMRP.  in  most  cases,  mitigation  measures 
will  be  implemented  by  OCII  or  the  Project  Sponsor. 

As  described  above  in  Section  IV,  in  the  case  of  other  mitigation  measures,  SFMTA  or  another 
City  agency  or  a non-City  agency,  has  responsibility  for  implementation  of  mitigation  measures. 
The  entity  that  will  be  responsible  for  implementation  of  each  mitigation  measure  is  identified  in 
the  MMRP  for  the  Project  (Exhibit  l)and  Exhibit  2 specifically  lists  the  Mitigation  Measures 
that  are  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  SFMTA  to  implement.  Generally,  the 
MMRP  designated  the  agencies  to  implement  mitigation  measures  as  part  of  their  existing 
permitting  or  program  responsibilities,  such  as  the  San  Francisco  Department  ot  Building 
Inspection  ("DBI”)  or  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works  (“SFPW”)  through  their 
permit  responsibilities,  or  the  SFPUC  through  its  operation  of  the  City  sanitary  sewer  system,  or 
the  SFMTA  as  part  of  its  operation  and  maintenance  of  traffic  and  transit  sy  stems.  For  each  of 
the  mitigation  measures  that  are  not  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  SFMTA, 
SFMTA  finds  that  the  changes  or  alterations  are  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
public  agency  identified  in  the  MMRP  and  that  the  measures  have  been  adopted  by  such  other 
agency  or  can  and  should  be  adopted  by  such  other  agency.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15091,  subd. 
(a)(2).) 
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The  mitigation  measures  proposed  for  adoption  in  Sections  VI,  VIA,  VII  and  VIIA  are  the  same 
as  the  mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Project.  The  full  text  of  all  of  the 
mitigation  measures  is  contained  in  Exhibit  1.  the  MMRP. 

SFMTA  adopts  all  of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  for  the  Project  that  are  within  the 
jurisdiction  and  control  of  SFMTA  (mitigation  measures  M-TR-2a.  M-TR-2b,  M-TR-6,  M-TR- 
1 la,  M-TR-1 1c.  and  M-TR-13).  The  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  finds  SFMTA  has  funds 
available  at  its  sole  discretion  that  will  be  used  to  pay  for  implementing  Mitigation  Measures  M- 
TR-6  and  M-TR-13  in  order  to  reduce  the  impacts  identified  in  the  FSEIR.  the  MMRP,  and  as  set 
forth  below  to  a less  than  significant  level  as  mitigated.  However,  for  the  other  listed  measures 
under  the  SFMTA  jurisdiction,  the  SFMTA  Board  adopts  these  measures  but  only  to  the  extent 
that  funding  is  available  to  pay  for  such  mitigation.  Because  funding  is  subject  to  the  discretion 
of  future  Boards  of  Supervisors  and  SFMTA  Boards  as  well  as  other  budgetary  factors  and 
considerations,  such  funding  cannot  be  guaranteed,  and  therefore,  as  explained  in  the  FSEIR.  the 
MMRP,  and  as  set  forth  below,  the  impacts  associated  with  these  mitigation  measures  are 
significant  and  unavoidable. 

For  those  mitigation  measures  that  are  the  responsibility  agencies  other  than  SFMTA,  SFMTA 
finds  that  those  measures  can  and  should  be  implemented  by  the  other  agencies  as  part  of  part  of 
their  existing  permitting  or  program  responsibilities.  Based  on  the  analysis  contained  in  the  GSW 
DSEIR  and  FSEIR.  other  considerations  in  the  record,  and  the  standards  of  significance,  the 
SFMTA  finds  that  for  impacts  discussed  in  this  Section  VI  and  Section  VIA.  implementation  of 
the  proposed  mitigation  measures  within  its  responsibility  and  jurisdiction,  in  conjunction  with 
the  mitigation  measures  within  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of  OCII  and  other  responsible 
agencies,  including  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  its  other  departments  and 
commissions,  will  reduce  potentially  significant  impacts  to  a less-than-signiftcant  level. 

A.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  CP-2:  Adverse  change  in  the  significance  of  an  archaeological 
resource.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  48:  RTC.  Section  13.10.2.  Response 
CULT- 1 .)  The  Project  could  cause  a substantial  adverse  change  in  the  significance  of  an 
archaeological  resource  pursuant  to  CEQA  Guidelines  § 15064.5.  Specifically,  there  is  a 
reasonable  presumption  that  archaeological  resources  may  be  present  within  the  Project 
site  that  could  be  disturbed  during  subsurface  construction.  However,  the  impact  can  be 
reduced  to  a less-than-significant  level  through  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  would 
reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  archaeological  resources  by  retaining  an  archeological 
consultant  to  create  a testing  program  and  be  available  to  conduct  an  archaeological 
monitoring  and/or  data  recovery  program.  If  an  archaeological  site  associated  with 
descendant  Native  Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese,  or  other  descendant  group  is 
discovered,  a representative  of  that  descendant  group  shall  be  contacted  and  can  monitor 
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the  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the  site.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure 
M-CP-2b  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  accidentally  discovered  buried  or 
submerged  historical  resources  by  distributing  an  "ALER 1”  sheet  to  the  Project  prime 
contractor,  to  any  Project  subcontractor,  or  to  any  utilities  firm  involved  in  soils 
disturbing  activ  ities.  If  an  archaeological  resource  is  encountered,  the  soil  disturbing 
activities  shall  be  suspended  until  OC1I  or  its  designated  representative  determines  what 
additional  measures  should  be  undertaken. 

MM  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or  Data  Recovery 

Plan 

MM  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources 


B.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  TR-6:  Pedestrian  impacts  without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-147;  RTC,  Response,  TR-2:  Response  TR-6.)  The  Project 
could  result  in  sidewalk  overcrowding  or  potentially  hazardous  pedestrian  conditions 
without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game.  Overall,  the  Project  would  implement 
numerous  improvements  that  would  enhance  pedestrian  conditions  and  safety  in  the 
Project  vicinity.  The  existing  and  proposed  pedestrian  facilities  would  be  adequate  to 
meet  the  pedestrian  demand  associated  with  the  Project  uses.  The  exception  would  be  the 
crosswalks  at  the  intersection  of  Third/South,  which  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F 
conditions  during  the  weekday  evening  and  late  evening,  and  Saturday  evening 
conditions  for  sell-out  events  (i.e.,  the  Basketball  Game  scenario).  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of  Third/South  and 
the  Project’s  IMP  protocols  for  events  would  manage  short-term  peak  pedestrian  flows  at 
adjacent  intersections  and  would  mitigate  pedestrian  impacts  to  iess-than-significant 
levels.  At  all  other  locations  and  Project  conditions,  the  addition  of  Project-generated 
pedestrian  trips  would  not  substantially  affect  pedestrian  flows,  create  potentially 
hazardous  conditions  for  pedestrians  or  otherwise  interfere  with  pedestrian  accessibility 
to  the  site  and  adjoining  areas. 

MM  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of 

Third/South. 

2.  Impact  TR-9a:  Temporary  obstruction  of  UCSF  helipad  airspace  surfaces. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-262;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.1;  Response  TR-12.) 
Placement  and  usage  of  cranes  during  construction  could  temporarily  obstruct  helipad 
airspace  surfaces.  The  GSW  DSEIR  determined  that,  based  on  the  preliminary  Project 
construction  plan  for  the  Project  construction  cranes,  one  of  the  Project  construction 
cranes  would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  a temporary  penetration  of  a Part  77 
Transitional  Surface  associated  with  the  helipad,  which  would  be  considered  a potentially 
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significant  impact.  After  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  Project  Sponsor  refined  its 
construction  crane  plan  with  the  goal  to  further  reduce  potential  Project  effects  on  the 
UCSF  helipad  during  construction.  Based  on  the  analysis  of  the  refined  construction 
crane  plan,  none  of  the  proposed  tow  er  construction  cranes  would  penetrate  the  Part  77 
Approach  or  Transitional  Surfaces  associated  with  the  UCSF  helipad.  Furthermore, 
adequate  clearance  for  the  construction  cranes  would  be  provided  for  the  South  Street 
alternate  flight  path.  However,  if  the  refined  construction  crane  plan  details  were  to 
change  w ith  respect  to  proposed  tower  crane  size,  location  or  other  factors,  then  the 
Project  would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  greater  and/or  less  effects.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-9a.  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction,  identi lies  feasible 
measures  that  would  reduce  potential  temporary  impacts  associated  with  the  use  of  cranes 
during  the  construction  period  to  less  than  significant.  The  objective  of  the  crane  safety 
plan  is  to  ensure  the  safe  use  of  the  UCSF  Benioff  Children's  Hospital  helipad,  and  the 
safety  for  people  residing  or  working  in  the  Project  area  during  construction.  Therefore, 
with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a.  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 

3.  Impact  TR-9d:  Lighting  impacts  on  UCSF  helipad  flight  operations  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.2-270:  FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.1:  Response  TR-12;  Response  TR- 
PD-1 .)  Routine  and  specialized  exterior  lighting  could  impact  flight  operations.  The  use 
of  certain  specialized  lighting  systems  would  have  the  potential  to  adversely  affect  a 
pilot's  vision  and  execution  of  a v isual  night  time  approach  or  departure  to/from  the 
UCSF  helipad.  Lights  that  adversely  affect  the  night  vision  of  pilots  and  interfere  w ith  the 
execution  of  a visual  nighttime  approach  to  the  helipad  would  endanger  the  pilot, 
passengers,  and  people  on  the  ground.  Therefore,  the  possible  use  of  these  specialized 
lighting  systems  would  be  considered  a potentially  significant  impact.  Mitigation 
Measure  M TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan  identifies  feasible  measures  that 
would  reduce  potential  impacts  associated  with  potential  specialized  lighting  systems  to 
less  than  significant. 


MM  M-TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan 

4.  Impact  TR-13:  Local  transit  impacts  with  overlapping  evening  SF  Giants 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-183:  RTC.  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-5:  Response  TR-2: 
Response  TR-5;  Response  TR-12.)  Implementation  of  the  Project  could  result  in 
substantial  increase  in  transit  demand  that  could  not  be  accommodated  by  adjacent  Muni 
transit  capacity  with  an  overlapping  evening  SF  Giants  game.  Overall,  on  days  with 
overlapping  evening  events  at  the  Project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park,  transit  demand  would 
exceed  the  capacity  prior  to  and  following  the  events,  and  the  Project  would  result  in 
significant  transit  impacts.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced 
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Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping  Events  would  minimize  transit  impacts.  The 
additional  Muni  capacity  would  generally  be  within  what  is  currently  prov  ided  for  SF 
Giants  games  and  the  additional  capacity  provided  as  part  of  the  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan  for  the  Project.  Implementation  of  the  mitigation  measure  would 
ensure  that  Muni  service  would  be  provided  to  accommodate  the  T Third  demand  via 
Muni  bus  shuttles  to  AT&T  Park  and/or  the  proposed  event  center,  and  would  not  result 
in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  Thus,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation 
measure,  the  Project's  transit  impacts  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Sen  ice  during  Overlapping  Events 

5.  Impact  TR-15:  Pedestrian  impacts  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening 
game.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.2-185;  RFC,  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project  could  result  in 
sidewalk  overcrowding  or  potentially  hazardous  pedestrian  conditions  w ith  an 
overlapping  SF  Giants  game.  Overall,  on  days  with  overlapping  evening  events  at  the 
Project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park,  pedestrian  conditions  would  become  more  crowded  prior 
to  and  following  the  events;  however,  with  the  I MP  transportation  management 
strategies  and  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of 
Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of  Third/South,  the  impact  of  the  Project  on 
pedestrians  during  overlapping  evening  events  would  be  less  than  significant  w ith 
mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of 

Third/South. 

6.  Impact  TR-22,  Pedestrian  impacts  without  Muni  Special  Event  Transit 
Service  Plan  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-203;  RTC.  Response  TR-2).  Without  the 
implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan,  the  number  of  attendees 
arriving  by  transit  would  decrease  while  the  number  of  attendees  arriving  by  automobiles 
would  increase.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to 
Adjacent  Transit  and  Parking  Facilities  and  Monitoring  would  ensure  that  the  pedestrian 
impacts  would  remain  the  same  as  those  identified  in  Impact  TR-6  for  pedestrian 
conditions  without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game  and  in  Impact  TR-15  for 
pedestrian  conditions  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game  irrespective  of 
whether  SFMTA  Parking  Control  Officers  ("PCOs”)  were  available  during  various 
events,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  With  implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit  and 
Parking  Facilities,  Project-generated  pedestrian  demand  during  large  events  would  not 
substantially  affect  pedestrian  flows,  create  potentially  hazardous  conditions  for 
pedestrians,  or  otherwise  interfere  with  pedestrian  accessibility  to  the  site  and  adjoining 
areas.  Therefore,  without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan, 
the  Project’s  impact  on  pedestrians  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 
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MM  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit  and 
Parking  Facilities  and  Monitoring 


C.  Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  NO-4:  Noise  in  excess  of  General  Plan  and  Noise  Ordinance 
standards  during  operations.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.3-27:  FSE1R.  Chapter  12.  Section 
1 2.2. 1 ; Response  NOI-2:  Response  PD- 1 .)  Operation  of  the  event  center  would  introduce 
new  stationary  noise  sources  to  the  Project  area.  Operation  of  the  Project  would  introduce 
new  stationary  noise  sources  that  would  be  subject  to  the  requirements  of  the  San 
Francisco  Noise  Ordinance.  These  new'  sources  include  generators  and  mechanical 
equipment,  as  well  as  the  potential  for  amplified  sound  within  the  Third  Street  plaza.  As 
explained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  the  RFC  Document,  predicted  noise  levels  from  new 
stationary  sources  would  not  meaningfully  contribute  to  the  existing  monitored  ambient 
noise  levels  in  the  Project  area,  and  the  Project  would  therefore  be  consistent  w ith  the 
restrictions  of  the  noise  ordinance. 

The  Project  would  also  introduce  new  land  uses,  and  these  new  uses  would  be  exposed  to 
noise  levels  of  up  to  75  DNL.  However,  modern  building  techniques  and  materials,  as 
well  as  inclusion  of  non-operable  windows  and  ventilation  systems,  would  be  sufficient 
to  ensure  that  the  Project  would  comply  with  land  use  compatibility  requirements  of  the 
San  Francisco  General  Plan,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant. 

With  respect  to  amplified  sound,  either  interior  to  the  event  center  or  in  open-air  plazas 
on  the  Project  site,  the  predicted  sound  levels  and  hours  of  occurrence  would  be 
consistent  with  the  noise  ordinance.  However,  due  to  uncertainties  as  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  future  outside  events  at  the  Third  Street  Plaza,  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound  would  ensure  that 
noise  levels  from  amplified  sound  exterior  to  the  event  center  would  comply  with  the 
noise  ordinance.  In  addition,  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-NO-4b:  Noise 
Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit  would  ensure  that  noise  levels  from 
concerts,  basketball  games,  and  other  events  would  comply  with  the  noise  ordinance, 
regardless  of  current  unknowns  as  to  the  nature  of  future  events  within  the  arena. 
Therefore,  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound 

MM  M-.NO-4b:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit 
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1).  Air  Quality 

I,  Impact  AQ-4:  Potential  conflicts  with  BAAQMD’s  2010  Clean  Air  Plan. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.4-51:  RTC.  Response  AQ-la;  Response  AQ-2:  Response  AQ-3; 
Response  AQ-4c;  Response  AQ-6:  ; Response  AQ-7.)  Without  mitigation  measures  or 
the  adoption  of  control  measures,  emissions  associated  with  the  Project  could  conflict 
with  the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan  ("CAP").  The  Project  would  be  consistent  with  the  2010 
CAP,  however,  with  implementation  of  mitigation  measures,  which  include  offsetting 
emissions  to  below  significance  thresholds  in  addition  to  Project-specific  measures  to 
reduce  pollutant  emissions.  Additionally,  the  Project  would  be  consistent  with  the  2010 
CAP  by  virtue  of  incorporation  of  control  measures  of  the  CAP.  including  land  use/local 
impact  measures  and  energy/climate  measures  as  well  as  the  transportation  demand 
management  measures  incorporated  in  the  Project.  The  Project  would  also  not  hinder 
implementation  of  the  2010  CAP.  Therefore,  the  Project  would  not  conflict  with,  or 
obstruct  implementation  of  the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  w ith  mitigation. 

MM  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

MM  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 

MM  M-AQ-2b:  Emissions  Offsets 
E.  Wind  and  Shadow 

1.  Impact  WS-1:  Wind  effects  on  off-site  public  spaces  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-10: 
FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Section  12.2.2;  Response  WS-1.)  The  GSW  DSEIR  indicated  that  the 
Project  could  result  in  a net  increase  in  the  total  duration  of  the  wind  hazard  exceedance 
at  off-site  public  walkways  in  the  Project  vicinity  and  proposed  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
WS-1 : Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce  Project  Off-site  Wind 
Hazards,  which  describes  potential  design  measures  that  would  serve  to  reduce  or  avoid 
Project  wind  hazards.  Although  preliminary  evaluation  by  the  Project  Sponsor  of  certain 
potential  on-site  design  modifications  indicated  such  modifications  would  be  effective  in 
reducing  the  Project  wind  hazard  impact  to  a less  than  significant,  the  impact  was 
conservatively  identified  as  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation  because  Project 
design  was  not  yet  finalized.  After  publication  of  the  GSW'  DSEIR.  the  Project  Sponsor 
pursued  design  measures  as  required  by  Mitigation  Measure  M-WS-I,  and  identified  an 
on-site  design  modification  that  would  reduce  the  Project  wind  hazard  impact  to  less  than 
significant  as  verified  by  w ind  tunnel  testing.  Because  design  modifications  have  been 
identified,  the  impact  will  be  reduced  to  a level  of  less  than  significant  through  Mitigation 
Measure  M-WS-1 . 


34 


Under  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant,  the  Project  would  not  alter  wind  in  a manner  that 
would  substantially  affect  off-site  public  areas,  and.  accordingly,  the  impact  would  be 
less  than  significant  and  no  mitigation  would  be  required. 

MM  M-VVS-1:  Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce  Project 
Off-site  Wind  Hazards 

F.  Biological  Resources 

1.  Impact  BI-4:  Effects  on  the  movement  of  wildlife  or  established  migratory' 
corridors  or  nurseries  (GSW  DSFilR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  81;  RTC,  Response  BIO-1; 
Response  BIO-6;  PD-1.)  The  Project  could  interfere  substantially  with  the  movement  of 
native  resident  or  migratory  wildlife  species  resident  or  with  established  native  resident 
or  migratory  w ildlife  corridors,  or  impede  the  use  of  native  wildlife  nursery  sites. 
Specifically,  migratory  and  resident  birds  which  breed  locally  in  San  Francisco  have  the 
potential  to  nest  in  shrub  vegetation  observed  within  the  Project  site  and  could  be 
adversely  affected  by  Project  construction.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure 
M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds  would  avoid  disrupting  or 
destroying  active  nests  which  could  occur  w ithin  the  Project  site  during  bird  breeding 
season,  and  wx>uld  reduce  this  impact  to  less  than  significant.  Migratory  birds  may  also  be 
affected  by  increased  risk  of  collisions  with  the  proposed  structures  and  due  to  the 
Project's  artificial  night  lighting.  This  impact  w ill  be  reduced  due  to  a level  of  less  than 
significant  through  Mitigation  Measure  M-Bl-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices,  which 
requires  bird  safe  practices  in  the  proposed  building  and  lighting  design  that  are 
consistent  with  the  City's  Standards  for  Bird -Safe  Buildings. 

MM  M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds 

MM  M-BI-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices 


G.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality1 

1.  Impact  HY-6:  Operational  effects  on  water  quality  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-33; 
RTC,  Response  HYD-2:  Response  HYD-3;  Response  HYD-4:  Response  HYD-5.) 
Operation  of  the  Project  could  affect  the  quality  of  effluent  discharges  from  the  Southeast 
W'ater  Pollution  Control  Plan  if  future  uses  at  the  project  site  were  to  discharge  unusual 
chemicals  or  pollutants  not  typically  associated  with  most  other  San  Francisco 
discharges,  such  as  radioactive  or  biohazardous  materials.  National  Pollutant  Discharge 
Elimination  System  Mitigation  Measure  M-HY  6:  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports  will 
reduce  the  impacts  to  a level  of  less-than-significant  by  installing  sampling  points  as  part 
of  the  Project  design  to  facilitate  sampling  to  monitor  discharge  quality  and  by 
participating  in  the  City’s  existing  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program. 
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MM  M-HY-6:  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports 
H.  Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials 

1.  Impact  HZ-1 : Routine  transport,  use  and  disposal  of  hazardous  materials. 

(GSW  DSE1R  Appendix  NOP-1S  p.  I 15:  RTC,  Response  HAZ-I:  Response  HAZ-2; 
Response  HAZ-3:  Response  HAZ-7.)  The  Project  would  be  located  on  a site  identified 
on  a list  of  hazardous  materials  sites  compiled  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
65962.5.  Construction  activities  associated  with  the  Project  could  expose  construction 
workers,  the  public,  or  the  environment  to  hazardous  materials.  A Risk  Management  Plan 
("RMP'’)  was  prepared  subsequent  to  and  as  required  by  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR.  and 
remedial  action  consistent  with  the  RMP  have  been  completed.  Compliance  with  the 
RMP.  as  required  by  the  deed  restriction,  would  ensure  that  human  health  and 
environmental  risks  during  and  after  development  of  the  Project  would  be  within 
acceptable  levels  and  no  new  or  different  mitigation  would  be  required.  However,  the 
Mission  Bay  FSEIR  determined  that  further  risk  evaluation  would  be  required,  if  future 
uses  at  the  project  site  were  to  include  a public  school  or  child  care  facility.  Thus,  in  the 
event  that  child  care  facilities  were  to  occur  under  the  Project,  implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ-2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities,  would  reduce 
this  impact  to  less  than  significant. 

MM  M-HZ-Ia:  Guidelines  for  Handling  Biohazardous  Materials 

MM  M-HZ-lb:  Geologic  Investigation  and  Dust  Mitigation  Plan  for 

Naturally  Occurring  Asbestos 

2.  Impact  HZ-2:  Exposure  to  Contaminants  during  Construction.  (GSW 
DSE1R  Appendix  NOP- 1 15;  RTC.  Response  HAZ-I;  Response  HAZ-2:  Response  HAZ- 
3;  Response  HAZ-7.)  The  Project  would  be  located  on  a site  identified  on  a list  of 
hazardous  materials  sites  compiled  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  65962.5. 
Construction  activities  associated  with  the  Project  could  expose  construction  workers,  the 
public,  or  the  environment  to  hazardous  materials.  A Risk  Management  Plan  ("RMP") 
was  prepared  subsequent  to  and  as  required  by  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR.  and  remedial 
actions  consistent  with  the  RMP  have  been  completed.  Compliance  with  the  RMP.  as 
required  by  the  deed  restriction,  would  ensure  that  human  health  and  environmental  risks 
during  and  after  development  of  the  Project  would  be  within  acceptable  levels  and  no 
new  or  different  mitigation  would  be  required.  Furthermore,  in  the  event  that  child  care 
facilities  were  to  occur  under  the  Project,  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ-2 
would  reduce  this  impact  to  less  than  significant. 

MM  M-HZ-2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities 
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VIA.  FINDINGS  FOR  POTENTIALLY  SIGNIFICANT  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS 
THAT  CAN  BE  AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A LESS-TH AN-SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 


A.  Cultural  anil  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  C-CP-1:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  57.)  Implementation  of  the  Project,  along  with 
cumulative  projects  in  the  Mission  Bay  area,  could  have  a significant  impact  on  recorded 
and  unrecorded  archeological  resource.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this  cumulative 
impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measures  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing.  Monitoring  and/or  Data  Recovery  Program 
and  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources.  Implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  archeological 
resources  by  retaining  an  archeological  consultant  to  create  a testing  program  and  be 
available  to  conduct  an  archaeological  monitoring  and/or  data  recovery  program.  If  an 
archaeological  site  associated  with  descendant  Native  Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese, 
or  other  descendant  group  is  discovered,  a representative  of  that  descendant  group  shall 
be  contacted  and  can  monitor  the  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the  site. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to 
accidentally  discovered  buried  or  submerged  historical  resources  by  distributing  an 
"ALERT"  sheet  to  the  Project  prime  contractor,  to  any  Project  subcontractor,  or  to  any 
utilities  firm  involved  in  soils  disturbing  activities.  If  an  archeological  resource  is 
encountered,  the  soil  disturbing  activities  shall  be  suspended  until  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  determines  what  additional  measures  should  be  undertaken.  Consequently, 
with  implementation  of  these  mitigation  measures,  the  Project  would  not  make  a 
considerable  contribution  to  the  cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or 
Data  Recovery  Program 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological 
Resources 

B.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  C-TR-4:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Muni  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-222;  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-12.)  2040  cumulative  conditions  could 
have  significant  impacts  on  Muni  service  and  could  contribute  transit  impacts  at  Muni 
screenlines.  The  Project’s  contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or 
substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced 
Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping  Events.  The  additional  Muni  capacity  would 
generally  be  within  what  is  currently  provided  for  SF  Giants  games  and  the  additional 
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capacity  provided  as  part  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  for  the  Project. 
Implementation  of  the  m itigation  measure  would  ensure  that  Muni  serv  ice  would  be 
provided  to  accommodate  the  T Third  demand  via  Muni  bus  shuttles  to  AT&T  Park 
and/or  the  proposed  event  center,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  Thus,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project's  transit 
impacts  would  be  less  than  cumulatively  considerable  (i.e..  less  than  significant)  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Service  during 

Overlapping  Events 

2.  Impact  C-TR-6:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Pedestrians  (GSW 
DSE1R  p.  5.2-227;  RFC.  Response  TR-2.)  Pedestrian  volumes  would  increase  between 
implementation  of  the  Project  and  2040  cumulative  conditions  due  to  buildout  of  planned 
Mission  Bay  developments  in  the  Project  vicinity.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this 
cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection 
of  Third/South  and  the  Project's  IMP  protocols  for  events  would  manage  short-term 
peak  pedestrian  Hows  at  adjacent  intersections.  Consequently,  with  implementation  of 
this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable  contribution  to  the 
cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flow  s at  the 

Intersection  of  Third/South 

3.  Impact  C-TR-9:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  UCSF  Helipad 
Operations  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-231;  FSE1R,  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.1.)  Under 
cumulative  conditions,  development  in  the  immediate  Project  vicinity  would  have  the 
potential  to  result  in  cumulative  impacts  to  the  UCSF  helipad.  The  Project's  contribution 
to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the 
implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project 
Construction,  which  identifies  feasible  measures  that  would  reduce  potential  temporary 
impacts  associated  with  the  use  of  cranes  during  the  construction  period  and  ensure  the 
safe  use  of  the  UCSF  Benioff  Children’s  Hospital  helipad,  and  the  safety  for  people 
residing  or  working  in  the  Project  area  during  construction.  Consequently,  with 
implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable 
contribution  to  the  cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 
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C.  Noise  and  Vibration 

I.  Impact  C-NO-1:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Construction  Noise  Impacts 

(GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.3-39:  FSEIR.  Chapter  12,  Sections  12.2.3.  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-2.) 
Cumulative  construction  noise  in  the  Project  area  could  cause  a substantial  temporary  or 
periodic  increase  in  ambient  noise  levels  during  Project  construction.  The  Project's 
contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the 
implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  C-NO-I : Construction  Noise  Control  Measures, 
which  requires  site-specific  noise  attenuation  measures  during  construction  to  reduce  the 
generation  of  construction  noise.  Consequently,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation 
measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable  contribution  to  the  cumulative 
impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-C-NO-1:  Construction  Noise  Control  Measures 

VII.  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACTS  THAT  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A 
LESS  THAN  SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

Based  on  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  these  proceedings,  SFMTA  finds  that, 
where  feasible,  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required,  or  incorporated  into,  the  Project  to 
reduce  the  significant  environmental  impacts  listed  below  as  identified  in  the  GSW  FSEIR. 
SFMTA  agrees  that  the  mitigation  measures  in  the  FSEIR  and  described  below  are  appropriate, 
and  that  changes  have  been  required  in.  or  incorporated  into,  the  Project  that,  to  use  the  language 
of  Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  and  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15091.  may  substantially 
lessen,  but  do  not  avoid  (i.e..  reduce  to  less  than  significant  levels),  the  potentially  significant  or 
significant  environmental  effects  associated  with  implementation  of  the  Project. 

SFMTA  adopts  all  of  the  mitigation  measures  it  is  responsible  for  adopting  and  implementing  as 
proposed  in  the  FSEIR  that  are  relevant  to  the  Project  and  set  forth  in  the  MMRP.  attached  hereto 
as  Exhibit  1,  and  also  set  forth  in  Exhibit  2,  which  includes  the  Mitigation  Measures  that  are 
within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  SFMTA  to  implement.  With  respect  to  Mitigation 
Measures  M-TR-2a.  M-TR-2b.  M-TR-I  la.  and  M-TR-1  Ic.  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors 
anticipates  funding  will  be  available  for  it  to  implement  and  maintain  each  of  these  mitigation 
measures.  However,  the  SFMTA  Board  of  Directors  cannot  ensure  funding  for  these  mitigation 
measures  will  be  available  in  perpetuity  given  that,  for  example,  funding  is  subject  to  the 
discretion  of  future  Boards  of  Supervisors  and  SFMTA  Boards  as  well  as  other  budgetary  factors 
and  considerations.  For  this  and  other  reasons  discussed  further  in  the  FSEIR  and  OCR  CEQA 
Findings,  SFMTA  agrees  that  for  the  impacts  listed  below,  no  feasible  mitigation  is  currently 
available  to  render  the  effects  less  than  significant.  The  effects  therefore  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable.  Based  on  the  analysis  contained  within  the  FSEIR.  other  considerations  in  the 
record  and  stated  herein,  and  the  standards  of  significance,  the  SFMTA  agrees  that  because  some 
aspects  of  the  Project  would  cause  potentially  significant  impacts  for  which  feasible  mitigation 


39 


measures  are  not  available  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a less-than-significant  level,  the  impacts  are 
significant  and  unavoidable. 

With  respect  to  a project  for  which  significant  impacts  are  not  avoided  or  substantially  lessened, 
a public  agency,  after  adopting  proper  findings,  may  nevertheless  approve  the  project  if  the 
agency  first  adopts  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  sett  ing  forth  the  specific  reasons 
why  the  agency  found  that  the  project’s  “benefits"  rendered  “acceptable’’  its  "unavoidable 
adverse  environmental  effects."  (CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  I 5093,  1 5043,  subd.  (b);  see  also  Pub. 
Resources  Code,  § 21081,  subd.  (b).)  The  California  Supreme  Court  has  stated,  "[t]he  wisdom 
of  approving  . . . any  development  project,  a delicate  task  which  requires  a balancing  of  interests, 
is  necessarily  left  to  the  sound  discretion  of  the  local  officials  and  their  constituents  who  are 
responsible  for  such  decisions.  The  law  requires  that  those  decisions  be  informed,  and  therefore 
balanced.”  ( Golela  II,  supra.  52  Cal.3d  at  p.  576.)  SFMTA  agrees  that  the  following  significant 
impacts  on  the  environment,  as  reflected  in  the  GSW  FSEIR.  are  unavoidable,  but  under  Public 
Resources  Code  Section  21081,  subdivisions  (a)(3)  and  (b).  and  CEQA  Guidelines  15091, 
subdivision  (a)(3).  15092,  subdivision  (b)(2)(B),  and  15093,  SFMTA  determines  that  the  impacts 
are  acceptable  due  to  the  overriding  considerations  described  in  Section  IX  below.  This  finding 
is  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  record  of  this  proceeding. 

A.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  TR-2:  Effects  on  Vehicle  Traffic  on  Multiple  Intersections  without 
SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.2-1  17:  FSEIR,  Chapter  12;  Response  TR-2; 
Response  TR-4;  Response  TR-12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts 
at  seven  intersections  that  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F under  Existing  plus  Project 
conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  These  include  the  intersections  of 
King/Fourth  Streets,  Fifth/Harrison  Streets/1-280  westbound  off-ramp,  Fifth/Bryant 
Streets/I-280  eastbound  on-ramp.  Third/Channel  Streets.  Fourth/Channel  Streets,  Seventh 
Street/Mission  Bay  Drive,  and  Seventh/Mississippi/ 16th  Streets.  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events  would  reduce  the  Project’s  impacts  related  to 
event-related  traffic  conditions,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation-related 
impacts,  but  would  not  reduce  impacts  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  would  require  the 
Project  Sponsor  to  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and  implement  commercially  reasonable 
strategies  to  reduce  transportation  impacts.  The  measures  identified  above  would  reduce 
traffic  congestion  in  the  Project  vicinity  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  However,  even  w ith  implementation  of  these  measures,  the  arrival  and  departure 
peak  of  vehicle  trips  to  and  from  the  event  center  through  these  intersections  would 
continue  to  occur,  and  therefore,  the  Project’s  significant  traffic  impacts  would  remain 
significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 
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The  Project  would  result  in  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  at  intersections  not 
previously  identified  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  due  to  event-related  vehicles  that  would 
result  in  exceedance  of  the  intersection  LOS  threshold.  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation 
Measures  47a  - 47c.  and  47e  - 47i  would  minimize  traffic  impacts  but  would  not  reduce 
them  to  less-than-significant  levels,  and  traffic  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  F..47:  Transportation  System 

Management  Plan 

2.  Impact  TR-3:  Effect  of  Project  on  Traffic  Volumes  at  Freeway  Ramps 
without  SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-132;  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response 
TR-4:  Response  TR-12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  1-80 
eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets  that  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F under 
Existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  MM  TR-2b: 
Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  would  help  reduce  the  Project 
traffic  increase  on  regional  freeway  mainline  and  ramps.  However,  the  reduction  in 
Project-generated  vehicle  trips  would  not  reduce  impacts  to  less-than-significant  levels. 
Thus,  for  these  reasons,  the  Project's  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp  operations  would 
be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts. 

3.  Impact  TR-5:  Effect  of  Project  Regional  Transit  Serv  ice  Demand  without  SF 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2.144.  RTC.  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-5; 

Response  TR-12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  a substantial  increase  in  transit  demand 
that  could  not  be  accommodated  by  regional  transit  capacity  such  that  significant  adverse 
impacts  to  regional  transit  service  would  occur  under  Existing  plus  Project  conditions 
without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measures  M-TR- 
5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay 
Ferry  and/or  Bus  would  help  reduce  or  minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization 
exceedances  for  the  regional  transit  service  providers,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts.  However,  since  the  provision  of  additional  South  Bay  and  North 
Bay  service  is  uncertain  and  full  funding  for  the  service  has  not  yet  been  identified,  the 
Project's  significant  impacts  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  w ith  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and/or  Bus 
Service 

4.  Impact  TR-1 1:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  at  Multiple  Intersections  with  SF 
Giants  game. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-171:  RFC.  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-4:  Response  1 R- 12.)  On 
days  with  overlapping  evening  events  at  the  project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park,  intersections 
in  the  Project  vicinity  would  become  more  congested  prior  to  and  following  the  events, 
and  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  following  ten  study 
intersections:  King/Fifth/1-280  ramps,  Fifth/Harrison  Streets/I-80  westbound  off-ramp, 
Fifth/Bryant  Streets/I-80  eastbound  on-ramp.  Third/South  Streets.  Seventh  Street/Mission 
Bay  Drive,  Fourth/ 16th  Streets.  Owens/  16th  Streets.  Seventh/Mississippi/ 16th  Streets, 
Illinois/Mariposa  Streets,  and  Mariposa  Street/I-280  northbound  off-ramp. 

Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts,  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  la:  Additional  PCOs  during 
Overlapping  Events,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lb:  Participation  in  the 
Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  would  minimize  the 
severity  of  traffic  impacts  at  these  intersections  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts,  but  would  not  improve  intersection  LOS  to  LOS  D or  better. 

Thus,  traffic  impacts  at  the  ten  study  intersections  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

In  addition  to  the  mitigation  measures  described  above.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  Ic: 
Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would 
require  the  Project  Sponsor  to  continue  to  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and  implement 
additional  strategies  to  reduce  transportation  impacts.  One  potential  strategy  involves 
using  off-site  parking  lot(s)  south  of  the  event  center  and  providing  shuttles  to  the  event 
center  if  the  location  of  off-site  parking  is  not  within  walking  distance  to  the  event  center: 
but  regardless,  secondary  traffic  impacts  associated  with  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  Ic, 
involving  the  use  of  one  or  more  off-site  parking  lot(s)  would  contribute  to  the  same 
significant  and  unavoidable  impact  (with  mitigation)  that  would  be  caused  by  the  Project- 
generated traffic  described  in  the  first  paragraph  in  this  impact  statement  above.  With 
implementation  of  off-site  parking  lots  during  overlapping  events  as  part  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  Ic,  the  significant  traffic  impacts  identified  above  at  the  intersections  of 
Fourth/1 6th  Streets  and  Mariposa  Street/I-280  northbound  off-ramp  would  not  occur,  and 
instead  a significant  and  unavoidable  traffic  impact  would  occur  at  the  intersection  of 
Pennsylvania/Cesar  Chavez  Streets/1-280  northbound  off-ramp.  Thus,  with 
implementation  of  off-site  parking  lots  during  overlapping  events  as  part  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  Ic,  significant  traffic  impacts  would  occur  at  nine  rather  than  ten 
intersections;  however,  impacts  in  the  Project  vicinity  during  overlapping  evening  events 
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at  the  project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2H:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-lla:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping 
Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lb:  Regular  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission 
Bay  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

5.  Impact  TR-12:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  at  Freeway  Ramps  with  SF  Giants 
game.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.2-180:  R FC.  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-4:  Response  TR- 
12.)  The  Project,  under  the  Basketball  Game  scenario  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game  at  AT&T  Park,  would  result  in  a significant  impact  at  the  1-80  westbound 
off-ramp  at  Fifth/Harrison  Streets  during  the  weekday  evening  and  Saturday  evening 
peak  hours  (i.e.,  attendees  driving  to  San  Francisco  from  the  East  Bay),  and  at  the  1-280 
northbound  off-ramp  at  Mariposa  Street  during  the  weekday  evening  peak  hour  (i.e.. 
attendees  driving  to  the  event  center  and  AT&T  Park  from  the  south  of  the  Project  site). 
The  Project  would  also  result  in  a significant  impact  at  the  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  at 
Fifth/Bryant  Streets  during  the  weekday  late  evening  peak  hour  (i.e..  attendees  returning 
to  the  East  Bay).  As  discussed  in  Impact  TR-3  for  conditions  without  an  overlapping  SF 
Giants  evening  game,  no  feasible  mitigation  measures  are  available  for  the  freeway  ramp 
impacts  because  there  is  insufficient  physical  space  for  additional  capacity  without 
redesign  of  the  1-80  and  1-280  ramps  and  mainline  structures,  which  may  require 
acquisition  of  additional  right-of-way;  and  other  potential  measures  would  not  adequately 
address  the  short-term  peak  travel  patterns  associated  w ith  special  events.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts 
of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project  traffic  increase  on  regional  freeway 
mainline  and  ramps.  However,  the  mitigation  measures  would  not  reduce  impacts  related 
to  freew  ay  ramp  operations  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Thus,  for  these  reasons,  the 
Project’s  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp  operations  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

6.  Impact  TR-14:  Effect  of  Project  on  Regional  Transit  Demand  with  SE 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.2-1 84,  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-4; 
Response  TR-12.)  Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game  at  AT&T  Park,  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  Project-specific 
transit  impacts  to  East  Bay.  North  Bay,  and  South  Bay  transit  service.  Implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service,  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14: 
Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  or 
minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization  exceedances  for  the  regional  transit 
service  providers,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  However, 
since  the  provision  of  additional  South  Bay,  North  Bay  and  BART  service  is  uncertain 
and  full  funding  for  the  service  has  not  yet  been  identified,  the  mitigation  measures 
would  not  reduce  the  impact  to  a less-than-significant  level.  Accordingly,  the  Project's 
significant  impacts  to  regional  transit  demand  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation. 


Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-Sb:  Additional  North  Bay  Bus  and  Ferry  Sen  ice 
during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay 
during  Overlapping  Events 

7.  Impact  TR-18.  Effect  of  Project  on  Traffic  Without  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-191.  RTC.  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project 
without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  follow  ing  additional  study  intersections,  or  analysis 
periods:  Third/Channel  Streets  (weekday  late  evening).  Fourth/Channel  Streets  (Saturday 
evening).  Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive  (weekday  late  evening).  Illinois/Mariposa 
Streets  (weekday  evening,  Saturday  evening),  and  Owens/1 6th  Streets  (weekday  late 
evening).  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events,  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts,  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring, 
w ould  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  Even  w ith  implementation  of  the  mitigation  measures,  how  ever,  the  Project's 
traffic  impacts  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Measures  to  Reduce 
T ra  n s po  rta  t io  n I in  pacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring 

8.  Impact  TR-19:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  on  Freeway  Ramps  Without  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-197.)  The  Project  without 
implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  following  three  additional  freeway  ramp  locations:  1-80 
eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets  (weekday  late  evening),  1-80  westbound  off- 
ramp at  Fifth/Harrison  Streets  (Saturday  evening),  1-280  northbound  off-ramp  at 
Mariposa  Street  (weekday  evening).  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Auto  Mode  Share 
Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode 
Share  Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring,  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact, 
and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  Even  w ith  implementation  of 
the  mitigation  measures,  however,  the  Project's  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp 
operations  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Measures  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring 

9.  Impact  TR-20:  Effect  of  Project  T ransit  Demand  Without  Muni  Special 
Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-99;  RFC.  Response  TR-2:  Response 
TR-5.)  Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit 
Service  Plan,  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  Project-specific  transit  impacts,  as 
follows:  T Third  during  the  weekday  evening,  weekday  late  evening,  and  Saturday 
evening  peak  hours:  22  Fillmore  during  the  weekday  late  evening;  and  Saturday  evening 
peak  hours.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring  would  reduce  the  sev  erity  of  the  impact,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts.  Even  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  however, 
the  Project's  impacts  related  to  transit  operations  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring 

10.  Impact  TR-21:  Effect  of  Project  Regional  Transit  Demand  Without  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-202,  RTC,  Response  I R-2.) 
Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  w ithout  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park  and 
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without  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan,  the  Project  would  result  in 
significant  Project-specific  transit  impacts  on  Water  Emergency  Transportation  Authority 
and  Golden  Gate  Transit  service  during  the  weekday  late  evening  peak  hours. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service  would 
reduce  or  minimize  the  severity  of  the  impact,  but  not  to  a less  than  significant  level. 
Accordingly,  the  Project's  significant  impacts  to  regional  transit  capacity  would  remain 
significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service 


B.  Noise 

1.  Impact  NO-5:  Noise  Impacts  from  Project  Traffic  and  Crowd  Noise.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.3-32;  RTC.  Response  N01-2b;  Response  NOI-3a:  Response  NOi-6.)  Noise 
levels  generated  by  crowds  prior  to.  during,  and  after  events  could  result  in  a substantial 
increase  in  noise  levels  at  the  receptor  adjacent  to  the  northbound  Muni  T-Line  transit 
platform,  particularly  during  nighttime  egress  hours  of  9 p.m.  to  1 1 p.m.,  and  this  impact 
would  be  significant  and  unavoidable.  Operation  of  the  Project  would  introduce  new 
mobile  noise  sources  that  would  contribute  to  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project  v icinity. 
Increases  in  roadway  traffic  noise  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  during  events 
either  with  or  without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Serv  ice  Plan, 
even  w ith  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  Ic:  Additional  Strategies 
to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events.  Therefore,  the  Project's  effect 
on  crowd  and  traffic  noise  remains  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2c:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
T ransportation  I in  pacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  Ic:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 


C.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ-1 : Impacts  of  Criteria  Air  Pollutants  from  Construction 
Activities.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.4-28;  FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Sections  12.2.3,  12.3.2; 

Response  AQ-1;  Response  AQ-2;  Response  AQ-3;  Response  AQ-4:  Response  AQ-6: 
Response  PD-3.)  Construction  of  the  Project  would  generate  emissions  of  fugitive  dust 
and  criteria  air  pollutants.  The  Project  Sponsor,  through  its  contractors,  would  be  required 
to  implement  dust  control  measures  in  compliance  w ith  the  requirements  of  the 
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Construction  Dust  Control  Ordinance,  which  would  ensure  that  the  construction-related 
impacts  due  to  fugitive  dust  would  be  less  than  significant. 

Estimated  emissions  of  criteria  air  pollutants  indicate  that  average  daily  construction 
emissions  of  PM  10  and  PM2.5  would  be  below  the  applicable  thresholds.  Emissions  of 
ROG  and  NOx.  however,  would  exceed  the  applicable  significance  thresholds. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1  (Construction  Emissions  Minimization) 
would  reduce  ROG  and  NOx  emissions,  but  additional  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-AQ-2b  (Emission  Offsets)  would  be  further  required  to  reduce  NOx 
emissions  to  below  the  applicable  threshold.  1 lowever.  because  implementation  of 
emissions  offsets  is  dependent  in  part  on  the  actions  of  a third  party  and  a specific 
emission  offset  project  has  not  yet  been  identified,  this  measure  is  not  fully  within  the 
control  of  the  Project  Sponsor.  As  such,  the  impact  related  to  regional  emissions  of 
criteria  pollutants  during  construction  is  conservatively  considered  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

2.  Impact  AQ-2:  impacts  of  Criteria  Air  Pollutants  from  Project  Operations. 

(GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.4-37.  FSE1R,  Chapter  12,  Section  12.2.1:  Response  AQ-1:  Response 
AQ-4:  Response  AQ-6:  Response  AQ-7.)  Operation  of  the  Project  would  include  a 
variety  of  sources  that  would  contribute  to  long  term  emissions  of  criteria  air  pollutants 
(ROG.  NOx.  PM  10.  and  PM2.5).  These  sources  would  include  new  vehicle  trips, 
maintenance  and  operation  of  standby  diesel  generators,  boilers,  and  area  sources  such  as 
landscape  equipment  and  use  of  consumer  products.  Calculations  of  average  daily  and 
maximum  annual  emissions  indicate  that  the  Project  without  mitigation  would  result  in 
levels  of  ROG  and  NOx  that  would  exceed  significance  thresholds:  this  would  be  a 
significant  impact.  Mitigation  Measures  M-AQ-2a  (Reduce  Operational  Emissions),  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b  (Emission  Offsets)  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the 
impact.  However,  this  impact  is  conservatively  considered  significant  and  unavoidable 
w ith  mitigation  because  implementation  of  an  emissions  offset  Project  is  dependent  in 
part  on  the  actions  of  a third  party  and  a specific  emission  offset  project  has  not  yet  been 
identified,  beyond  the  control  of  the  Project  Sponsor. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2E:  Emission  Offsets 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

T ransportation  I m pacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1 1c:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 
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VII A.  SIGNIFICANT  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS  THAT  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED  OR 
REDUCED  TO  A L ESS-T  H AN  *S  IGN I FI  CAN  T LEVEL 


A.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  C-TR-2:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  at 
Multiple  Intersections. 

(GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.2-2 12:  R FC.  Response  TR-2.)  Overall,  combined  for  all  analysis 
peak  hours,  the  Project  would  result  in  cumulative  impacts,  or  contribute  to  2040 
cumulative  impacts  at  the  following  16  study  intersections:  King/Third  Streets, 
King/Fourth  Streets.  King/Fifth  Streets/I-280  ramps,  Fifth/Harrison  Streets/1-80 
westbound  off-ramp,  Fifth/Bryant  Streets/l-80  eastbound  on-ramp,  Third/Channel  Streets, 
Fourth/Channel  Streets.  Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive,  Third/South  Streets, 

Third/ 16th  Streets,  Fourth/ 16th  Streets.  Owens/ 16th  Streets,  Seventh/Mississippi/1 6th 
Streets,  Illinois/Mariposa  Streets.  Mariposa  Street/1-280  northbound  off-ramp,  and 
Third/Cesar  Chavez  Streets.  As  noted  above,  the  Project  would  result  in  Project-specific 
impacts  or  contribute  considerably  to  cumulative  impacts  at  nine  intersections  during  the 
weekday  p.m.  peak  hour,  and  at  the  eight  intersections  during  the  Saturday  evening  peak 
hour.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events, 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts, 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  la:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping  Events,  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  lb:  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordinating 
Committee,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1 1c:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project's  contribution  to 
cumulative  impacts  related  to  event-related  traffic  conditions:  however,  these  impacts 
would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

With  implementation  of  the  off-site  parking  facilities  as  part  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
1 lc,  the  Project  would  also  result  in  cumulative  impacts,  or  contribute  to  2040  cumulative 
impacts  at  16  study  intersections:  however,  significant  traffic  impacts  would  not  occur  at 
the  intersections  of  Fourth/16th  Streets  or  Mariposa  Street/1-280  northbound  off-ramp,  and 
instead  would  occur  at  the  intersections  of  Pennsylvania/Cesar  Chavez  Streets/I-280 
northbound  off-ramp  and  Pennsylvania  Street/I-280  southbound  off-ramp.  Therefore,  the 
Project’s  contribution  to  this  2040  cumulative  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

T transportation  I mpacts 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-l  la:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping 
Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-l  lb:  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-l  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

2.  Impact  C-TR-3:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  at 
Freeway  Ramps.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-220:  RTC,  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project,  in 
combination  with  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  development  in  San 
Francisco,  would  contribute  considerably  to  cumulative  traffic  impacts  at  three  freeway 
ramps  (i.e.,  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets,  1-80  westbound  off-ramp  at 
Fifth/Harrison  Streets,  and  1-280  southbound  on-ramp  at  Mariposa  Street). 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-l  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project's 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  related  to  event-related  traffic  conditions  but  would 
not  mitigate  the  contribution  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Therefore,  the  Project's 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  at  the  ramp  locations  is  considered  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-l  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

3.  Impact  C-TR-5:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  to 
Regional  Transit.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-226:  RTC.  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project 
would  result  in  significant  cumulative  transit  impacts  to  regional  transit.  Implementation 
of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service,  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-l 4: 
Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  or 
minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization  exceedances  for  the  regional  transit 
service  prov  iders,  although  not  to  less  than  significant  levels.  Accordingly,  the  Project's 
cumulative  impacts  to  regional  transit  capacity  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable 
with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay 
During  Overlapping  Events 


B.  Noise 

E Impact  C-NO-2:  Project  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Crowd  and 
Traffic  Noise.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.3-42;  RTC.  Response  N01-2b.)  Operation  of  the 
Project  would  contribute  to  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project  vicinity.  Cumulative 
increases  in  roadway  traffic  noise  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  during  events 
even  with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-I  Ic;  Additional  Strategies 
to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events.  Therefore,  this  impact  would 
be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
T ra importation  I mpacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  Ic:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

C.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  C-AQ-1:  Project  Contribution  to  Regional  Air  Quality  Impacts. 

(GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.4-55:  FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Sections  12.2.1.  12.2.3.  12.3.2;  Response 
AQ-I : Response  AQ-2;  Response  AQ-3;  Response  AQ-4c;  Response  AQ-6;  Response 
AQ-7.)  The  analysis  of  construction-related  and  operational  criteria  pollutant  impacts 
(Impact  AQ-1  and  Impact  AQ-2.  respectively)  assesses  whether  the  Project  would  be 
considered  to  result  in  a cumulatively  considerable  contribution  to  regional  and  localized 
air  quality  impacts.  Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization. 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions,  and  Mitigation  Measure 
M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets  would  reduce  the  Project's  contribution  to  the  cumulative 
impact,  although  it  cannot  be  certain  that  Project's  contribution  would  be  reduced  to  less 
than  cumulatively  considerable.  Therefore,  this  impact  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 


I).  Utilities  and  Service  Systems 


1.  Impact  C-UT-2:  Wastewater  Treatment  Capacity  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-16; 
RTC.  Response  UTIL-3:  Response  UTIL-4;  Response  UTIL-5;  Response  UTIL-6.)  The 


50 


SFPUC  has  determined  that  the  Project  in  combination  with  full  build  out  of  Mission  Bay 
South  would  result  in  wastewater  flows  that  could  exceed  the  capacity  of  the  Mariposa 
Pump  Station  and  associated  force  mains  and  conveyance  piping.  Therefore, 
improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Station  and  associated  facilities  would  be  required 
to  accommodate  the  cumulative  wastewater  flows.  While  temporary  or  interim  measures 
to  accommodate  the  flows  would  not  result  in  significant  environmental  effects  because 
they  would  be  operational  or  internal  to  the  pump  stations,  construction  of  the  permanent 
improvements  could  potentially  result  in  significant  environmental  effects.  Because 
specific  plans  and  design  for  permanent  pump  station  improvements  and  associated  force 
mains  and  conveyance  piping  have  not  been  finalized  and  CEQA  environmental  review 
has  not  been  completed,  it  is  not  possible  at  this  time  to  conclude  whether  impacts 
resulting  from  these  improvements  could  be  mitigated  to  a less  than  significant  level. 
Furthermore,  implementation  of  any  improvements  to  the  City's  pump  stations  and  force 
mains  is  outside  of  the  Project  Sponsor's  control  and  there  is  uncertainty  in  timing  as  to 
when  the  SFPUC  will  be  able  to  complete  the  necessary  capacity  improvements. 
Therefore,  this  would  be  a significant  and  unavoidable  impact  related  to  requiring 
construction  of  new  wastewater  facilities  or  the  expansion  of  existing  wastewater 
facilities  in  the  Mariposa  sub-basin  the  construction  of  which  could  cause  signi  ficant 
environmental  impacts,  with  no  feasible  mitigation  available  to  the  Project  Sponsor. 

Cumulative  wastewater  flows  could  also  exceed  the  capacity  of  the  Mission  Bay  Sanitary 
Pump  Station,  resulting  in  a significant  impact  related  to  construction  and/or  expansion  of 
related  wastewater  facilities.  However,  the  Project's  contribution  would  not  be 
cumulatively  considerable  (i.e..  it  would  be  less  than  significant)  because  the  Mission 
Bay  Sanitary  Pump  Station  was  designed  to  accommodate  0.29  mgd  of  wastewater  flows 
from  the  Project  site,  and  the  Project  would  discharge  only  0. 1 82  mgd  to  the  pump  station 
which  would  be  w ithin  the  remaining  capacity  at  the  pump  station.  Even  so.  for  the 
reasons  mentioned  in  the  first  paragraph  above,  impacts  relating  to  the  construction  of 
expanded  wastewater  treatment  capacity  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable. 

2.  Impact  C-UT-4:  Wastewater  Demand  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-19;  RTC,  Response 
UTIE-5.)  The  SFPUC  has  determined  that  there  is  currently  inadequate  capacity  to  serve 
the  Project's  wastewater  demand  in  combination  with  anticipated  increased  wastewater 
flows  from  other  projects  (including  EJCSF's  demand  and  other  reasonably  foreseeable 
development).  The  impact  analysis  determined  that  the  Project's  contribution  to  this 
impact  would  be  cumulatively  considerable,  and  therefore,  this  cumulative  impact  on  the 
wastewater  system  was  determined  to  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-C-UT-4.  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Pump 
Station  Upgrades,  would  offset  the  Project's  contribution  to  this  impact.  The  measure 
would  require  the  Project  Sponsor  to  contribute  its  fair  share  to  the  SFPUC  for  the 
required  improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Stations  and  associated  wastewater 
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facilities.  However,  because  the  necessary  improvements  have  not  been  completely 
defined  and  implementation  of  the  improvements  to  the  City's  wastewater  system  is 
outside  of  the  Project  Sponsor's  control,  this  impact  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-C-UT-4:  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Mariposa  Pump 
Station  Upgrades 

VIII.  EVALUATION  OF  ALTERNATIVES 

This  section  describes  the  Project.  Project  objectives,  as  well  as  the  Project  alternatives  (the 
"Alternatives").  When  a public  agency  acts  as  a responsible  agency  for  a project,  the  agency  has 
more  limited  authority  than  a lead  agency.  The  responsible  agency  may  require  changes  in  a 
project  to  lessen  or  avoid  only  the  effects,  either  direct  or  indirect,  of  that  part  of  the  project 
which  the  agency  will  be  called  on  to  carry  out  or  approve.  (CEQA  Guidelines.  § 15041.  subd. 
(a).)  Therefore,  the  scope  of  the  alternatives  analysis  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR  and  discussed  in  the 
OCII  CEQA  Findings  exceeds  the  scope  of  SFMTA's  obligations  as  a responsible  agency 
pursuant  to  CEQA.  Nevertheless.  SI  M l A has  independently  reviewed  and  considered  the 
information  on  alternatives  provided  in  the  FSE1R  and  in  the  administrative  record. 

Additionally,  SIM  I A has  considered  and  agrees  that  the  evidence  and  analysis  included  in  the 
OCII  CEQA  Findings  demonstrates  that  all  of  the  alternatives  discussed  therein  are  either 
infeasible  or  undesirable  in  comparison  to  the  Project. 

CEQA  mandates  that  an  EIR  evaluate  a reasonable  range  of  potentially  feasible  alternatives  to  a 
proposed  project  or  the  project  location  that  would  meet  most  of  the  project  objectives  while 
reducing  or  avoiding  any  of  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  project. 

CEQA  requires  that  every  EIR  also  evaluate  a "No  Project"  alternative.  Alternatives  provide  a 
basis  of  comparison  to  the  Project  in  terms  of  their  significant  impacts  and  their  effectiveness  in 
meeting  Project  objectives.  This  comparative  analysis  is  used  to  consider  reasonable,  potentially 
feasible  options  for  minimizing  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project. 

After  an  extensive  alternative  screening  and  selection  process,  OCII  selected  three  alternatives, 
in  addition  to  the  Project,  to  carry  forward  for  detailed  analysis  in  the  GSW  FSE1R: 

• Alternative  A:  No  Project  Alternative 

• Alternative  B:  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 

• Alternative  C:  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330 

These  alternatives  adequately  represent  a range  of  potentially  feasible  alternatives  to  the  Project 
as  required  under  CEQA. 

The  GSW  FSE1R  also  analyzed  two  Project  variants: 

• Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 
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® Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 

The  GSW  DSE1R  noted  that  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  also  served  as  an  alternative  to  the 
Project  because  it  would  meet  all  of  the  Project  objectives  and  would  lessen  or  avoid  a 
significant  environmental  impact  of  the  Project.  Specifically,  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 
would  lessen  or  avoid  the  Project's  potential  wind  impacts,  which  the  GSW  DSEIR 
conservatively  identified  as  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation.  After  publication  of  the 
GSW  DSEIR.  the  Project  Sponsor  identified  minor  refinements  that  have  been  incorporated  into 
the  Project  that  will  reduce  the  Project's  wind  impacts  to  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 
Therefore,  because  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  no  longer  lessens  or  avoids  a significant 
environmental  impact  of  the  Project,  it  is  now  properly  treated  as  a Project  variant,  and  not  a true 
alternative  to  the  Project.  As  explained  above,  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project  and  the 
Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  would  be  the  same  and  the  same  mitigation  measures  would  apply, 
except  that  no  mitigation  would  be  required  to  reduce  wind  impacts  of  the  Third  Street  Plaza 
Variant  to  a less  than  significant  level. 

The  GSW  FSEIR  noted  that  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant  would  result  in  an 
incremental  noise  reduction  at  Hearst  Tower,  and  therefore,  an  incremental  reduction  in  the 
crowd  noise  impact  identified  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  as  significant  and  unavoidable.  Even  with  the 
incremental  reduction,  however,  the  Project  could  still  result  in  a substantial  increase  in  noise 
levels  and  the  incremental  reduction  would  not  be  sufficient  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a less-than- 
significant  level. 

A.  Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Project 

The  Project  will  meet  all  of  the  Project  Objectives  identified  above  in  Section  IIC.  and  will 
provide  numerous  public  benefits  as  explained  in  greater  detail  in  Section  IX. 

I.  Construct  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San  Francisco  that  meets  MBA 
requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  he  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and 
entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from 
approximately  3,000-18.500.  and  expands  opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and 
convention  business. 

The  Project  includes  the  construction  of  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San 
Francisco  that  meets  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting 
events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from 
approximately  3.000-1 8.500.  Although  the  event  center  is  one  of  the  smallest  venues  used  by- 
NBA  basketball  teams,  it  meets  the  NBA's  requirements  and  will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to 
meet  the  market  demand  for  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  games.  Further,  the  event  center 
w ill  prov  ide  sufficient  capacity  to  accommodate  a variety  of  desirable  events,  including  other 
sporting  events,  small  and  large  concerts  and  shows,  conventions  and  conferences,  and  other 
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family  events.  No  similar-sized  event  center  currently  exists  in  San  Francisco,  so  the 
construction  of  the  event  center  will  attract  events  to  the  City  that  cannot  be  accommodated  by 
other  venues.  By  providing  a state-of-the-art  event  center  that  can  accommodate  a wide  variety 
of  small-  and  large-scale  events,  including  Warriors  basketball  games,  the  Project  will  benefit 
City  residents  and  expand  opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

2.  Provide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail 
uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year- 
round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding 
neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project. 

The  Project  provides  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development  to  create  a lively  local 
and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round.  In  addition  to  the  event  center, 
the  Project  includes  a mix  of  office  use,  retail,  and  open  space  that  w ill  promote  visitor  activity 
and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use,  and  provide  amenities  to  visitors  of 
the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood.  The  Project  is  also  financially  feasible 
for  the  Project  Sponsor  and  will  provide  substantial  tax  revenue  available  for  OC11  to  support  the 
construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  w ater  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 

3.  Develop  a project  that  meets  high-quality > urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability 
standards. 

The  Project  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability  standards.  The  Project 
is  designed  to  Leadership  in  Energy  and  Environmental  Design  (‘‘LEED®")  Gold  standards  and 
incorporates  a variety  of  design  features  to  provide  energy  and  water  conservation  and 
efficiency,  encourage  alternative  transportation,  promote  a healthy  indoor  environment, 
minimize  waste,  and  maximize  recycling  opportunities. 


4.  Optimize  public  transit,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  to  the  site  by  locating  the  project 
within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional  transit  hubs,  and  adjacent  to  routes  that 
provide  safe  and  convenient  access  for  pedestrians  and  bicycles. 

The  Project  is  located  in  an  urban  infill  area  in  Mission  Bay.  immediately  adjacent  to  local  transit 
stops  and  less  than  a mile  from  other  regional  transit  resources,  including  Caltrain.  Bay  Area 
Rapid  Transit.  AC  Transit.  Golden  Gate  Transit,  other  regional  carriers.  The  Project  will  also 
implement  a number  of  off-site  roadway  network  and  curb  regulations,  and  transit  network, 
pedestrian  and  bicycle  network  improvements  in  the  Project  site  vicinity,  including  roadway 
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restriping,  intersection  signalization.  on-street  parking,  new  perimeter  sidewalks,  bicycle  lanes, 
signage  and  other  improvements. 


Further,  as  part  of  the  Project,  the  Project  Sponsor  prepared  and  will  implement  a Transportation 
Management  Plan  ('TMP").  The  I MP  is  a management  and  operating  plan  to  facilitate 
multimodal  access  at  the  event  center  during  Project  operation.  The  TMP  includes  various 
management  strategies  designed  to  reduce  use  of  single-occupant  vehicles  and  to  increase  the  use 
of  rideshare.  transit,  bicycle,  and  walking  for  trips  to  and  from  the  Project  site. 

5.  Provide  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  project  sponsor 's 
reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

The  Project  provides  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  the  Project 
Sponsor's  reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  Project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  ot 
transportation. 

6.  Provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to  attract 
those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  lack  of  a world  class  3.000- 
4.000  seat  facility. 

The  Project  will  prov  ide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to 
attract  those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  the  limited  availability  ol  such 
world  class  facilities.  The  City  is  currently  unable  to  attract  or  accommodate  certain  events 
because  there  are  no  venues  in  the  city  with  the  flexibility  for  such  small  or  large  seating 
capacities  that  can  accommodate  such  events.  With  the  event  center,  the  City  will  be  able  to 
accommodate  such  events,  for  which  there  is  a high  demand  in  the  City. 

7.  Develop  a project  that  promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900),  as  amended. 

The  Project  will  promote  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency,  greenhouse  gas 
reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology  , and  job  creation  consistent  with  the 
objectives  of  AB  900,  as  amended. 
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The  Project  also  meets  the  major  redevelopment  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan.  These  major  redevelopment  objectives  are  also  the  primary  objectives  of 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  as  set  forth  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSE1R.  (GSW 
DSE1R.  p.  3-4.) 


1 . Eliminating  blighting  influences  and  correcting  environmental  deficiencies  in  the  Plan 
Area,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  abnormally  high  vacancies,  abandoned  buildings, 
incompatible  land  uses,  depreciated  or  stagnant  property  values,  and  inadequate  or 
deteriorated  public  improvements,  facilities  and  utilities. 

2.  Retaining  and  promoting,  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  academic  and 
research  activities  associated  with  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco  (*T)CSF“). 
which  seeks  to  provide  space  for  existing  and  new  programs  and  consolidate  academic 
and  support  units  from  many  dispersed  sites  at  a single  major  new  site  which  can 
accommodate  the  2,650.000  square  foot  program  analyzed  in  the  UCSF  Long  Range 
Development  Plan. 

3.  Assembling  land  into  parcels  suitable  for  modern,  integrated  development  with  improved 
pedestrian  and  vehicular  circulation  in  the  Plan  Area. 

4.  Replanning,  redesigning  and  developing  undeveloped  and  underdeveloped  areas  which 
are  improperly  utilized. 

5.  Providing  flexibility  in  the  development  of  the  Plan  Area  to  respond  readily  and 
appropriately  to  market  conditions. 

6.  Providing  opportunities  for  participation  by  owners  in  the  redevelopment  of  their 
properties. 

7.  Strengthening  the  community's  supply  of  housing  by  facilitating  economically  feasible, 
affordable  housing  through  installation  of  needed  site  improvements  and  expansion  and 
improvement  of  the  housing  supply  by  the  construction  of  up  to  approximately  3.440 
very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  and  market-rate  units,  including  approximately 
1.100  units  of  very  low-,  low  - and  moderate-income  housing. 

8.  Strengthening  the  economic  base  of  the  Plan  Area  and  the  community  by  strengthening 
retail  and  other  commercial  functions  in  the  Plan  Area  through  the  addition  of  up  to 
approximately  335.000  Leasable  square  feet  of  retail  space  and  a hotel  of  up  to  500 
rooms  and  associated  uses,  depending  on  the  amount  of  residential  uses  constructed  in  the 
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Hotel  land  use  district,  and  about  5,953.600  Leasable  square  feet  of  mixed  office, 
research  and  development  and  light  manufacturing  uses. 

9.  Facilitating  emerging  commercial-industrial  sectors  including  those  expected  to  emerge 
or  expand  due  to  their  proximity  to  the  UC’SF  new  site,  such  as  research  and 
development,  bio-technical  research,  telecommunications,  business  service,  multi-media 
services,  and  related  light  industrial,  through  improvement  of  transportation  access  to 
commercial  and  industrial  areas,  improvement  of  safety  within  the  Plan  Area,  and  the 
installation  of  needed  site  improvements  to  stimulate  new  commercial  and  industrial 
expansion,  employment,  and  economic  growth. 

10.  Facilitating  public  transit  opportunities  to  and  within  the  Plan  Area  to  the  extent  feasible. 

1 I . Providing  land  in  an  amount  of  approximately  4 1 acres  for  a variety  of  publicly 
accessible  open  spaces. 

12.  Achieving  the  objectives  described  above  in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible. 

The  Project  is  consistent  w ith  all  of  the  above  major  redevelopment  Project  objectives.  The 
successful  completion  of  the  Plan  Area  is  dependent  on  economically  feasible  land  uses,  such  as 
the  Project,  that  will  provide  the  revenues  to  repay  the  bonded  indebtedness  used  to  build  the 
public  infrastructure  for  the  area.  The  Project  will  improve  underutilized  blocks  within  the  Plan 
Area  and  will  provide  substantial  economic  benefits  within  the  Plan  Area. 

The  area  surrounding  the  Project  has  already  been  substantially  built  out  with  commercial, 
industrial  and  other  uses.  Construction  of  the  Project  would  develop  one  of  the  few  remaining 
vacant  and  under-utilized  parcels  in  this  area.  In  doing  so.  the  Project  would  secure  the  Property, 
increase  the  diversity  of  uses  in  the  area,  contribute  towards  creating  an  attractive  and  interesting 
urban  environment,  and  reduce  the  need  for  Plan  Area  residents  and  employees  to  drive  to  reach 
retail,  food,  and  recreation  resources.  There  are  few  existing  retail,  restaurant,  and  entertainment 
uses  within  the  Plan  Area:  by  including  those  uses,  the  Project  would  contribute  v itality  to 
Mission  Bay's  street  life  and  activate  its  pedestrian  realms,  which  would  generally  benefit 
Mission  Bay  including  the  employees,  students,  and  visitors  that  use  the  UCSF  campus. 

Furthermore,  the  Project  includes  implementation  of  several  improvements  to  the  existing  public 
transit  network  and  open  space  near  the  Property.  For  example,  the  Project  will  provide 
expanded  Mission  Bay  Transportation  Management  Association  ("TMA")  shuttle  service  to 
increase  frequency  of,  and  the  number  of  stops  offered  by.  the  shuttle  service  in  Mission  Bay 
South.  These  shuttle  service  improvements  would  be  an  integrated  part  of  the  Mission  Bay  1 MA 
network  and  would  continue  to  be  free  of  charge  for  all  residents  and  employees  in  Mission  Bay. 
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regardless  of  their  origin  or  destination.  The  Project  would  enhance  Plan  Area  open  space 
through  the  creation  of  a substantial  public  plaza  and  creation  of  enhanced  public  views, 
including  the  elevated  view  terrace  located  on  the  Bayfront  Terrace  and  overlooking  the 
Bayfront  Park  and  the  Bay  beyond.  The  Project  would  also  draw  many  more  members  of  the 
public  to  the  Plan  Area,  allowing  a greater  number  of  people  to  experience  and  enjoy  the  Bay, 
the  shoreline  parks  and  the  Mission  Bay  open  space. 

B.  Environmentally  Superior  Alternative 

CEQA  Guidelines  section  I 5 126.6  requires  that  each  E1R  identify  the  "environmentally  superior 
alternative”  among  those  considered.  If  the  No  Project  Alternative  is  identified  as 
environmentally  superior,  then  the  EIR  must  also  identify  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative  among  the  other  alternatives.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 1 5 1 26.6,  subd.  (e)(2).) 

As  discussed  in  the  SE1R,  Alternative  A,  the  No  Project,  would  result  in  substantially  less  severe 
environmental  impacts  than  the  Project.  However,  per  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15126.6.  if  the 
environmentally  superior  alternative  is  the  '‘no  project”  alternative,  an  EIR  shall  also  identify  an 
environmentally  superior  alternative  among  the  other  alternatives.  The  three  remaining 
alternatives  consist  of  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative,  the  Off  -site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32 
and  Seawall  Lot  330,  and  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant.  As  discussed  more  fully  below,  infra 
Section  VC,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternatives  would  result  in  somewhat  less  severe 
environmental  impacts  than  the  Project,  including  transportation,  noise,  air  quality,  and 
wastewater  demand;  however,  this  alternative  would  not  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  any  of  the 
significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  The  Off-site  Alternative 
at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  more  effectively  avoid  and  substantially  reduce  the 
severity  of  a number  of  significant  impacts  related  to  noise,  air  quality,  and  utilities  that  were 
identified  for  the  Project;  however,  this  alternative  would  result  in  substantially  more  severe 
significant  impacts  related  to  noise,  vibration,  and  air  quality,  and  also  introduce  new  significant 
and  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  related  to  transportation  and  biological  resources  that  would 
not  occur  under  the  Project.  The  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  would  have  all  of  the  same 
significant  impacts  as  the  Project. 

Therefore,  overall,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  is  considered  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative,  because  it  would  reduce  the  severity  of  adverse  environmental  effects  across  a broad 
range  of  env  ironmental  resources  and  would  not  result  in  any  new  significant  environmental 
impacts.  (See  also  GSW  DSE1R.  pp.  7-99  - 7-109.  8-1  - 8-14.) 

C.  Alternatives  Rejected  and  Reasons  for  Rejection 

The  OCII  CEQA  Findings  present  evidence  supporting  the  conclusion  that  the  Alternatives  set 
forth  in  the  FSEIR,  and  listed  below,  should  be  rejected  because  substantial  evidence,  including 
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evidence  of  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  and  other  considerations  described  in  this 
section  and  elsewhere  in  the  record  on  these  proceedings  under  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15091. 
subdivision  (a)(3).  make  the  Alternatives  infeasible.  As  explained  in  the  OC1I  CEQA  Findings, 
CEQA  defines  "feasibility"  to  mean  "capable  of  being  accomplished  in  a successful  manner 
within  a reasonable  period  of  time,  taking  into  account  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal, 
and  technological  factors."  (Pub.  Resources  Code.  § 21061 .1:  see  also  Goleta  II.  supra.  52 
Cal. 3d  at  p.  565.)  Furthermore,  under  CEQA  case  law  the  concept  of  “feasibility”  encompasses 
(i)  the  question  of  whether  a particular  alternative  promotes  the  underlying  goals  and  objectives 
of  the  project,  and  (ii)  the  question  of  whether  an  alternative  is  "desirable"  from  a policy 
standpoint  to  the  extent  that  desirability  is  based  on  a reasonable  balancing  of  the  relevant 
economic,  environmental,  social,  legal  and  technological  factors.  (See.  e.g..  City  of  Del  Mar , 
supra.  1 33  Cai.App.3d  at  p.  41 7;  Sequoyah  Hills  Homeowners  Assn.  v.  City  of  Oakland  ( 1 993) 

23  Cal.App.4th  704,  715;  CNPS.  supra,  1 77  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1001.) 

1.  Alternative  A:  No  Project  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Project  Alternative,  the  Golden  State  Warriors  organization  would  not  relocate  to 
San  Francisco,  and  Blocks  29-32  in  the  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  would  not  be  developed 
w ith  the  event  center  and  mixed-use  development  described  in  Section  11.  Instead,  it  is  assumed 
that  in  the  short  term,  the  Warriors  organization  would  exercise  its  option  to  stay  in  Oakland,  and 
accordingly,  the  team  would  continue  to  play  its  home  games  at  Oracle  Arena  and  lease  their 
management  offices  and  practice  facility  at  the  Oakland  Convention  Center  in  Oakland.  Oracle 
Arena,  built  in  1966  and  remodeled  in  1996.  is  the  oldest  facility  still  in  use  by  the  NBA. 
Therefore,  under  this  alternative,  it  is  likely  that  the  Warriors  organization  would  either  build  a 
new  arena  at  its  current  location  or  relocate  and  build  a new  facility  in  the  long  term  in  the  Bay 
Area  or  elsewhere. 

Currently,  there  are  no  other  development  proposals  pending  at  Blocks  29-32.  but  given  its  prime 
location,  existing  entitlement,  and  ongoing  development  on  similar  sites  adjacent  to  or  near  to 
Blocks  29-32,  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  development  at  Blocks  29-32  would  occur  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  Thus,  the  No  Project  Alternative  does  not  assume  that  the  Project  site  at 
Blocks  29-32  would  remain  under  their  current  vacant  conditions,  but  rather  that  the  site  would 
be  developed.  Consistent  with  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  1 5 126.6.  subdivision  (e)(2).  this 
scenario  represents  what  is  reasonably  expected  to  occur  in  the  foreseeable  future  if  the  Pro  ject 
were  not  approved,  based  on  current  plans,  available  infrastructure,  and  community  services. 
Specifically,  the  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that  Blocks  29-32  would  be  developed  with 
another  mixed-use  development  project  consistent  with  the  restrictions  and  controls  established 
in  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  the  South  Design  for  Development. 

For  the  purposes  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  a hypothetical  development  scenario  was  developed  that 
conforms  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  associated  Design  for 
Development,  which  allows  all  building  to  be  a maximum  of  90  feet  in  height,  except  for  one 
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160-foot  high  tower  on  Block  29.  The  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that  approximately 
1,056,000  gross  square  feet  ("gsf')  of  commercial/industrial  plus  31,700  gsf  of  retail  uses  would 
be  developed  at  Blocks  29-32.  for  a total  of  1.087.700  gsf.  There  would  be  no  event  center.  The 
commercial/industrial  uses  would  presumably  consist  of  office  and  research/development  uses, 
with  a 13-story.  160-foot  tall  office  tower  located  on  Block  29  along  Third  Street  and  varying 
heights  of  office  mid-rise  buildings,  all  less  than  90  feet  in  height,  throughout  Blocks  29,  30,  31, 
and  32.  One-  to  two-story  retail  uses  w ould  be  located  at  the  corner  of  Third  and  South  Streets  on 
Block  29  and  along  the  re-aligned  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  on  Block  30.  There  would  be 
two.  above-grade,  live-  to  five-and-a-half-story  parking  structures,  one  on  South  Street  and  one 
on  16th  Street,  w ith  1,050  parking  stalls  on-site,  plus  132  spaces  off-site  at  the  South  Street 
garage,  for  a total  of  1 . 1 82  spaces.  It  is  assumed  that  publicly  accessible  open  spaces  would  be 
provided  amidst  the  office  buildings.  Possible  future  uses  for  this  hypothetical  development 
scenario  could  include  biotech  uses.  UCSF-related  uses,  or  a wide  variety  of  private  or  public 
uses  that  are  allowed  as  principle  uses  under  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan. 

This  scenario  assumes  that  no  further  CEQA  environmental  review  would  be  required  beyond 
the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  that  no  amendments  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 
or  Design  for  Development  would  be  needed,  although  OCII  would  make  a final  determination 
as  to  the  need  for  supplemental  CEQA  environmental  review  or  minor  changes  to  Mission  Bay 
planning  documents  on  a project-specific  basis. 

(a)  Environmental  Impacts:  The  No  Project  Alternative  would  result  in  similar  impacts  to 
those  disclosed  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  would  be  subject  to  all  mitigation  measures 
identified  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  applicable  to  Blocks  29-32.  Many  impacts  of  the  No  Project 
Alternative  would  also  be  similar  to  those  of  the  Project.  This  is  because  many  of  the  impacts 
would  result  from  the  conversion  of  a vacant  parcel  at  this  same  location  to  a fully  developed 
City  block,  regardless  of  the  type  of  the  development,  and  the  same  or  similar  mitigation  or 
improvement  measures  identified  for  the  Project  would  apply  to  the  No  Project  Alternative.  As 
explained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR,  however,  the  No  Project  Alternative  would  reduce  or  avoid 
numerous  significant  impacts  of  the  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR.  pp.  7-32  to  7-46.)  Overall,  the  No 
Project  Alternative  would  result  in  substantially  less  severe  environmental  impacts  than  the 
Project  but  would  fail  to  meet  the  basic  objectives  of  the  Project,  as  explained  below. 

(b)  Project  Objectives:  This  alternative  would  not  meet,  or  would  substantially  reduce  the 
ability  to  meet,  the  Project  objectives  identified  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  The  No  Project  Alternative 
would  fail  to  achieve  the  primary  objective  of  the  Project  Sponsor  of  constructing  a new  multi- 
purpose event  center  and  home  court  for  the  Golden  State  Warriors  NBA  basketball  team  that 
can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with 
events  ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3.000-18,500  and  expands  opportunities  for  the 
City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business.  Further,  this  alternative  would  not  optimize  or 
provide  public  transit,  pedestrian,  parking,  and  vehicular  and  bicycle  access  to  an  event  center, 
nor  would  it  provide  the  City  with  a 3.000  to  4,000  seat  performing  arts  venue.  Easily,  because 
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the  No  Project  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of  development  at  the  site,  the 
alternative  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the  Project  in  meeting  the  Project  objective 
to  "‘[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail  uses, 
to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes 
visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use.  provides  amenities 
to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a 
financially  feasible  project."  As  explained  below,  the  reduction  in  development  would  generate 
far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and 
open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure. 

(c)  Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

T he  No  Project  Alternative  includes  a substantially  reduced  amount  of  development  compared  to 
the  Project,  w hich  would  substantially  reduce  the  amount  of  tax  increment  bonds  available  to 
support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water 
quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Specifically,  the  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that 
approximately  1.056.000  gsf  of  commercial/industrial  plus  31.700  gsf  of  retail  uses  would  be 
developed  at  Blocks  20-32.  for  a total  of  1 .087.700  gsf.  The  Project,  by  comparison,  includes  a 
total  of  1,955,000  gsf  of  development.  The  property  tax  base,  and  therefore  the  tax  increment 
bonding  capacity,  is  driven  directly  by  the  construction  costs  associated  with  each  project,  as 
well  as  assumptions  about  whether  those  buildings  are  sold  at  market  value,  or  remain  on  the  tax 
rolls  at  construction  value.  As  explained  in  greater  detail  below,  the  OC 1 1 CEQA  Findings 
present  evidence  supporting  the  conclusion  that  reducing  the  intensity  of  development  at  the  site 
to  the  levels  proposed  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax 
increment  bonds  available  to  OCII.  The  No  Project  Alternative  includes  even  less  development 
than  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  ( 1 .087.700  total  gsf  for  the  No  Project  Alternative 
compared  to  1.548.000  total  gsf  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative).  Therefore,  the  OC11 
CEQA  Findings  demonstrate  that  the  No  Project  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the 
amount  of  tax  increment  bonds  av  ailable  to  support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks 
and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  OCII  CEQA 
Findings  explain  further  that  this  is  an  undesirable  policy  outcome,  and  one  that  (as  mentioned 
above)  would  not  be  as  effective  as  the  Project  in  meeting  the  objective  to  "[pjrovide  sufficient 
complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local 
and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and 
interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use,  provides  amenities  to  v isitors  of  the 
event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible 
project.” 

The  OCII  CEQA  Findings  support  rejecting  the  No  Project  Alternative  on  each  of  these  grounds 
independently.  SFMTA  agrees  that  each  of  these  reasons  discussed  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings 
provides  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  the  No  Project  Alternative  as  infeasible. 
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2.  Alternative  B:  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  was  designed  to  reduce  transportation  and  construction- 
related  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  This  alternative  is  identical  to  the  Project 
with  respect  to  the  event  center's  design  and  siting  on  Blocks  29-32.  but  the  mixed  use 
development  of  commercial-industrial-retail  uses  throughout  the  rest  of  the  site  would  be 
reduced  in  scale  by  40  percent.  The  office  uses  would  be  reduced  from  580,000  to  373.000  gsf. 
retail  uses  would  be  reduced  from  125,000  to  75,000  gsf,  and  on-site,  subgrade  parking  reduced 
from  950  to  750  stalls.  The  total  development  would  be  reduced  from  1 ,955,000  to  1 .673.000 
gsf,  or  a reduction  of  282,000  gsf.  Reducing  the  size  of  the  event  center  was  considered,  but  was 
determined  not  to  be  potentially  feasible  due  to  the  current  standards  of  the  NBA  for  professional 
basketball  games,  the  current  market  demand  for  season  tickets,  and  the  likelihood  that  reducing 
the  size  or  scale  of  the  event  center  would  not  avoid  or  lessen  the  significant  and  unavoidable 
transportation-related  impacts. 

In  addition,  there  would  be  only  one  instead  of  two  160-foot-tall  office  towers;  the  tower  at  Third 
and  16th  Streets  would  be  lowered  by  seven  Boors,  such  that  the  height  of  this  structure  would  be 
55  feet  instead  of  160  feet.  Retail  uses  would  be  reduced  across  the  Project  site,  with  5.000  gsf 
less  at  the  South  Street  podium,  5,000  gsf  less  at  the  Gatehouse,  1 1 ,000  gsf  less  at  the  1 6th  Street 
podium,  and  29.000  gsf  less  at  the  food  hall  complex  at  South  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois 
Boulevard.  Like  the  Project,  the  same  gatehouse  would  be  located  mid-block  along  Third  Street, 
and  vehicle  access  would  be  from  South  and  1 6th  Streets.  The  area  of  open  space  would  be  the 
same  as  that  for  the  Project  (i.e.  3.2  acres). 

Operations  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  be  essentially  the  same  as  that  for  the 
Project.  The  event  center  operations  would  be  identical,  as  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR, 

Chapter  3,  Table  3-3.  Operations  of  the  office  and  retail  uses  would  be  expected  to  be  the  same 
as  for  the  Project,  though  reduced  in  scale  commensurate  with  the  reduced  gross  square  footage 
of  uses.  For  the  purposes  of  this  alternatives  analysis,  it  is  assumed  that  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  would  incorporate  the  same  design  standards,  infrastructure  improvements,  and 
transportation  management  planning  assumptions  as  those  under  the  Project. 

(a)  Environmental  Impacts: 

Impacts  of  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  be  similar  to  those  of  the  Project  with 
respect  to  nearly  all  resource  areas.  This  is  because  many  of  the  impacts  would  result  from  the 
development  of  a vacant  parcel  with  an  event  center  and  mixed-use  development,  regardless  of 
the  size  of  the  mixed-use  development.  And  in  all  cases,  the  same  mitigation  or  improvement 
measures  identified  for  the  Project  would  apply  to  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative. 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  not  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  any  of  the  signi  ficant 
and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  Nor  would  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  result  in  any  changes  to  the  significance  determinations  identified  for  the  Project,  and 
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all  mitigation  measures  would  apply  to  this  alternative.  However,  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  would  have  similar  but  slightly  less  severe  significant  impacts  than  the  Project  (i.e.„ 
the  significance  determination  would  be  the  same  but  the  severity,  magnitude  and/or  frequency 
of  the  impact  would  be  notably  less)  with  respect  several  resource  areas,  as  explained  in  the 
GSW  DSEIR.  (GSW  DSEIR.  pp.  7-66  to  7-67.)  Overall,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 
would  not  provide  substantial  environmental  benefits  in  comparison  to  the  Project. 

(b)  Project  Objectives: 

This  alternative  would  not  meet,  or  would  substantially  reduce  the  ability  to  meet,  the  Project 
objectives  identified  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Because  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would 
include  an  event  center  identical  to  the  Project,  this  alternative  would  meet  the  Project  objectives 
related  to  providing  a venue  for  sporting  events,  entertainment,  and  convention  purposes. 
However,  because  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of 
office  development  at  the  site,  the  alternative  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the 
Project  in  meeting  the  Project  objective  to  "fpjrov ide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use 
development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving 
destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the 
event  center  is  not  in  use.  prov  ides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the 
surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project."  As  explained  below, 
the  reduction  in  office  space  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes 
such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 

(c)  Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  jeopardize  the  economic  feasibility  of  the 
Project  and  would  reduce  the  economic  benefits  the  Project  will  provide  for  the  Mission  Bay 
area,  as  well  as  the  entire  City.  The  components  of  the  Project  other  than  the  event  center,  such 
as  the  office  buildings  and  retail  component,  are  critical  to  the  Project's  overall  economic  model. 
The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the  overall  size  of  the  Project  by  reducing  the 
non-event  center  components:  the  retail  component  of  the  Project  would  be  reduced  from 
125.000  square  feet  to  75.000  and  the  non-GSW  office  component  from  580.000  to  373.000,  for 
a total  reduction  of  282.000  square  feet.  In  addition,  the  on-site  parking  garage  would  be 
reduced  from  950  to  750  spaces.  The  retail  programming  for  the  Project  is  necessary  to  provide 
an  active  and  lively  v isitor-serv  ing  destination,  and  a sufficiently  sized  amount  ot  retail  is 
necessary  to  ensure  the  attractiveness  of  the  event  center  to  prospective  patrons.  However, 
supporting  the  retail  tenants  on  non-event  days  is  an  important  factor  in  attracting  and 
maintaining  a vibrant  retail  tenant  base.  As  a result,  the  office  components  of  the  Project  will 
afford  the  retail  proprietors  the  benefit  of  an  on-site  population  of  potential  customers,  even  on 
days  when  the  Event  Center  is  not  active.  Thus,  the  significant  reduction  in  the  office 
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component  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  necessarily  result  in  a reduced 
potential  customer  base,  thereby  increasing  the  potential  risk  of  any  prospective  retail  tenant. 4 
Consequently,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  not  be  as  effective  as  the  Project  in 
meeting  the  objective  to  "[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including 
office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active 
year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood, 
and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project." 

Furthermore,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment 
bonds  available  to  OC11  to  support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space, 
and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Compared  with  the  Project, 
the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  lead  to  a reduction  over  the  next  25  years  of 
approximately  $45  million  ($1  1.7  million  to  the  normal  taxing  entities,  $9  million  to  affordable 
housing,  and  $24.3  million  to  parks  and  open  space  and  infrastructure)/ 

It  is  anticipated  that,  because  of  immediate  needs  and  contractual  obligations.  OC11  will  issue 
bonds  against  certain  of  these  revenues  to  provide  immediately  available  funds  to  advance  goals 
around  affordable  housing  and  infrastructure,  especially  important  in  a growing  community  like 
Mission  Bay.  The  potential  financial  consequences  of  going  forward  with  the  Reduced  Density 
Alternative  can  be  determined  through  a series  of  typical  bonding  assumptions  (i.e.,  a 5%  interest 
rate,  25  year  amortization,  full  utilization  of  all  revenue  for  debt  service  because  debt  service 
coverage  is  provided  by  ABI290  subordination,  and  reserves  and  issuance  costs  of 
approximately  8%).  Applying  these  assumptions  to  the  revenue  from  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  results  in  net  proceeds  from  tax  increment  bonds  sales  being  lowered  by 
approximately  $13.49  million  ($3.64  million  for  affordable  housing  and  $9.85  million  for  parks 
and  open  space  and  infrastructure)  compared  with  what  would  occur  under  the  Project.  In 
addition,  due  to  the  2%  annual  growth  (which  is  not  used  for  debt  service),  another 
approximately  $7.3  million  of  direct  increment  ($2  million  for  affordable  housing  and  $5.3 
million  for  parks  and  open  space  and  infrastructure)  would  also  be  lost  compared  with  what 
would  occur  under  the  Project.  These  amounts  of  money  foregone  under  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  represents  a conservative  assessment  and  the  actual  amount  of  lost  revenue  would 


4 GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015:  Attachment-  Golden  State 
Warriors,  LLC,  Jennifer  Cabalquinto,  Memorandum,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23.  2015. 

' GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015:  Attachment  - Mission  Bay 
Development  Group.  Seth  Uamalian.  Letter  to  Clarke  Miller,  Re:  Relative  difference  in  property 
tax  base  and  tax  increment  bonding  capacity  between  the  proposed  Project  and  a lower  density 
alternative.  October  13,  2015. 
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likely  be  much  greater.6  Thus,  the  OCll  CEQA  Findings  explain  that,  compared  to  the  Project, 
the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment  bonds  available 
to  OCII  to  support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space  and  critical 
utility,  water  quality  and  transportation  infrastructure  in  the  Mission  Bay  area.  The  OCII  CEQA 
Findings  explain  further  that  this  would  be  an  undesirable  policy  outcome,  and  one  that  (as 
mentioned  above)  would  not  be  as  effective  as  the  Project  in  meeting  the  objective  to  "[pjrovide 
sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a 
lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes  visitor 
activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use.  provides  amenities  to 
v isitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially 
feasible  project.” 

Further,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the  ability  to  meet  the  long-term 
planning  objectives  for  the  Mission  Bay  area.  As  explained  above,  the  Project  will  increase  the 
diversity  of  uses  in  the  area,  contribute  tow  ards  creating  an  attractive  and  interesting  urban 
environment,  and  reduce  the  need  for  Plan  Area  residents  and  employees  to  drive  to  reach  retail, 
food,  and  recreation  resources.  There  are  few  existing  retail  and  restaurant  uses  within  the  Plan 
Area;  by  including  those  uses,  the  Project  would  contribute  vitality  to  Mission  Bay's  street  life 
and  activate  its  pedestrian  realms,  which  would  generally  benefit  Mission  Bay  including  the 
employees,  students,  and  visitors  that  use  the  UCSF  campus.  The  retail  and  office  uses  included 
in  the  Project  would  also  draw  many  more  members  of  the  public  to  the  Plan  Area,  allowing  a 
greater  number  of  people  to  experience  and  enjoy  the  Bay,  the  shoreline  parks  and  the  Mission 
Bay  open  space.  Compared  to  the  Project,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the 
abilitv  to  meet  these  redevelopment  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan. 

The  OCII  CEQA  Findings  support  rejecting  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  on  each  of  these 
grounds  independently.  SFMTA  agrees  that  each  of  these  reasons  set  forth  in  the  OCII  CEQA 
Findings  provides  sufficient  independent  grounds  tor  rejecting  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 
as  infeasible. 

3.  Alternative  C:  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330 

The  Project  Sponsor  previously  proposed  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center,  event  hall, 
public  open  space,  maritime  uses,  fire  station,  a parking  facility,  and  visitor-serving  retail  and 
restaurant  uses  on  Piers  30-32  along  the  San  Francisco  waterfront,  south  of  the  Bay  Bridge,  in 
conjunction  with  a residential  and  hotel  mixed-use  development  across  The  Embarcadero  on 
Seawall  Lot  330.  As  described  in  the  GSW  DSE1R,  this  alternative  would  be  essentially  the  same 


6 GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re;  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015;  Attachment  - Mission  Bay 
Development  Group.  Seth  Hamalian.  Letter  to  Clarke  Miller.  Re:  Relative  difference  in  property 
tax  base  and  tax  increment  bonding  capacity  between  the  proposed  Project  and  a lower  density 
alternative.  October  13,  2015. 
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as  that  previous  proposal,  although  without  the  formerly  proposed  lire  station,  since  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department  has  proceeded  with  a different  plan  for  upgrading  its  waterfront 
facilities. 


Site  Description 


Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  are  located  along  The  Embarcadero,  between  Bryant  Street  and 
Brannan  Street,  just  south  of  the  Bay  Bridge,  and  w ithin  the  jurisdictional  boundary  of  the  Port 
of  San  Francisco  (“Port").  Piers  30-32  is  an  approximately  12.7-acre  rectangular-shaped  concrete 
pier  structure  that  extends  east  from  the  bulkhead  wharf  into  the  San  Francisco  Bay.  With  the 
exception  of  Red's  Java  I louse,  located  on  the  northwest  corner  of  the  piers.  Piers  30-32  have  no 
existing  on-deck  structures  and  are  used  for  surface  parking  and  an  occasional  berthing  location 
for  cruise  ships  and  other  large  vessels.  Substantial  areas  of  Piers  30-32  are  in  poor  structural 
condition  and  can  no  longer  safely  support  heavy  loads  such  as  trucks  or  large  crowds.  Seawall 
Lot  330  is  an  approximately  2.3-acre  paved  inland  site,  located  directly  across  The  Embarcadero 
from  Piers  30-32,  and  currently  operates  as  a surface  parking  lot.  The  site  is  within  the  City's 
Rincon  Point-South  Beach  neighborhood  adjacent  to  several  existing  residential  uses.  Piers  30- 
32  are  within  an  area  subject  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation  and  Development 
Commission  (“BCDC")  San  Francisco  Waterfront  Special  Area  Plan.  In  addition,  Piers  30-32  are 
within  the  purview  of  the  State  Lands  Commission  as  part  of  its  stewardship  of  state-owned 
lands,  waterways,  and  resources  and  subject  to  public  trust  considerations  under  the  Burton  Act. 

.4  / ter  native  Description 

This  alternative  assumes  the  same  design  and  programming  as  the  Project  Sponsor’s  previously- 
proposed  project  at  this  location,  with  the  only  exception  being  the  removal  of  the  tire  house  and 
associated  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  facilities.  The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and 
Seawall  Lot  330  would  have  an  event  center  on  Piers  30-32  with  the  same  basketball  seating 
capacity  as  the  Project  ( 1 8,064  seats),  totaling  694,944  gsf  (including  the  GSW  offices),  plus  an 
event  hall  covering  25,946  gsf.  Also  located  on  Piers  30-32,  this  off-site  alternative  would 
include  about  90,000  gsf  of  retail/restaurant  uses,  1 3.1 72  gsf  for  services,  about  252.554  gsf  for 
parking  and  loading,  and  1 ,820  gsf  for  Red’s  Java  House,  for  a total  building  area  of  about 
1 ,078.436  gsf.  The  height  of  the  event  center  would  be  1 28  feet  high,  with  seven  arena  levels, 
height  of  the  retail  buildings  32  to  58  feet,  with  I to  3 levels,  and  the  parking  would  be  31  feet 
high,  with  3 levels.  Red’s  Java  House  would  be  relocated  from  its  current  location  in  the 
northwest  corner  of  Piers  30-32  to  near  the  southwest  corner,  and  relocation  would  be  conducted 
consistent  with  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  Building  Code  requirements  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior's  Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic  Properties.  Other  proposed  facilities  on  Piers 
30-32  would  include  a water  taxi  dock,  a “dolphin"  berthing  structure,  and  over  seven  acres  of 
public  open  space  on  Piers  30-32.  There  would  be  500  parking  spaces  at  Piers  30-32.  Vehicular 
access  would  be  at  one  midblock  access  point  on  The  Embarcadero.  between  Bryant  and 
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Brannan  Streets.  Maritime  uses  include  a water  taxi  dock  on  the  north  side  and  berthing  for  deep 
water  vessels  on  the  east  side. 

Seawall  Lot  330  would  be  developed  with  a combination  of  residential,  hotel,  and  retail  uses 
(including  restaurants  and  parking)  and  would  be  designed  to  architecturally  connect  to  the 
development  at  Piers  30-32.  A total  of  534.890  gsf  of  building  development  is  proposed  at 
Seawall  Lot  330.  consisting  of  208.844  gsf  of  residential.  1 78.406  gsf  of  hotel.  29.854  gsf  of 
retail.  106.339  gsf  parking,  and  1 1,447  gsf  of  shared  support  areas.  The  development  would 
include  a four-story  building  (ground  level  plus  three  podium  levels  containing  a combination  of 
retail,  residential,  hotel  and  parking  uses)  above  which  a 13-story  residential  tower  would  be 
developed  in  the  south  portion  of  the  site  (i.e..  I 7 stories  total)  and  a 7-story  hotel  tower  in  the 
north  portion  of  the  site.  The  tallest  structure  on  Seawall  Lot  330  would  be  the  proposed 
residential  tower,  which  would  measure  approximately  175  feet  at  its  building  rooftop.  The  hotel 
would  consist  of  two  building  wings  connected  by  a multi-level  glass  bridge,  approximately  105 
feet  in  height.  The  podium  building  would  vary  in  height,  ranging  from  20  to  50  feet  depending 
on  location,  and  would  incorporate  rooftop  open  space  areas.  The  Seawall  Lot  330  development 
would  contain  multiple  ground-level  vehicular  and  pedestrian/bicycle  access  points  to  the  site, 
and  a pedestrian/bicycle  pathway  through  the  development  connecting  Main  Street  and  The 
Embarcadero.  A total  of  259  vehicle  parking  spaces  are  proposed  on  Seawall  Lot  330. 

Operations  under  this  alternative  are  assumed  to  be  essentially  the  same  as  those  of  the  Project  at 
Mission  Bay,  with  the  same  year-round  schedule  and  types  of  events  at  the  event  center,  and 
typical  operational  schedules  for  the  hotel,  residential,  and  retail  uses. 

Construction  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  require 
approximately  32  months  for  the  entire  development,  about  6 months  longer  than  the 
construction  schedule  for  the  Project.  Unlike  the  Project,  extensive  in-water  construction 
activities  would  be  required  in  the  vicinity  of  Piers  30-32  due  to  the  seismic  and  structural 
upgrades  to  the  pier  structure  that  would  be  required.  At  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Piers  30-32, 
construction  activities  w ould  include:  demolition  of  portions  of  the  existing  Piers  30-32  pier 
deck:  removal  and/or  disconnection  of  existing  pier  piles:  installation  of  new  pier  piles  and 
reconstruction  of  the  pier  deck:  dredging  w ithin  a portion  of  the  Pier  28-30  open  water  area; 
strengthening  of  the  seaw  all  and  sections  of  the  bulkhead  wharf  adjacent  to  Piers  30-32  along 
The  Embarcadero  promenade;  construction  of  all  above-deck  Piers  30-32  development, 
including  foundations,  event  center  structure,  retail  buildings,  parking  and  loading  structure,  and 
open  space  features:  installation  of  associated  on-site  utilities;  interior  finishing,  exterior 
hardscaping  and  landscaping  improvements;  installation  of  floating  dock  facilities  along  the 
north  side  of  Piers  30-32;  and  installation  of  frontage  improvements  along  The  Embarcadero. 

At  Seawall  Lot  330.  construction  activities  would  include:  site  demolition,  clearing  and 
excavation:  pile  installation  and  foundation  construction;  construction  of  all  proposed  Seawall 
Lot  330  development,  including  podium  structure  and  residential  and  hotel  towers:  installation  of 
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associated  on-site  utilities:  interior  finishing;  exterior  hardscaping  and  landscaping 
improvements;  and  installation  of  frontage  improvements  along  The  Embarcadero  and  Bryant 
and  Beale  Streets. 

This  alternative  would  require  numerous  federal  and  state  permits  and  approvals,  including 
approvals  from  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Services,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  California  State  Lands  Commission.  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation 
and  Development  Commission,  and  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife.  Local  approvals 
would  be  required  from  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission.  San  Francisco  Port 
Commission,  and  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  as  well  as  the  San  Francisco  voters. 

it  should  be  noted  that  this  alternative  includes  a mix  of  uses  different  than  that  of  the  Project, 
including  new  residential  and  hotel  uses  and  substantially  fewer  office  uses.  Because  of  these 
differences,  this  alternative  would  result  in  impacts  that  would  not  occur  for  the  Project, 
particularly  due  to  the  residential  uses.  However,  the  program  for  this  alternative  is  based  on  the 
previous  proposal  by  the  Project  Sponsor  for  this  site,  and  was  determined  to  be  the  most  viable 
mix  of  uses  for  this  site  at  the  time  it  was  under  active  consideration. 

Under  the  Off-site  Alternative,  development  at  Blocks  29-32  at  Mission  Bay  would  not  be 
precluded.  Development  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  could  occur  concurrently  with  development 
of  Blocks  29-32  per  the  Mission  Bay  Plan,  potentially  contributing  to  localized  impacts  at  both 
sites. 

(a)  Environmental  Impacts: 

The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  w'ould  avoid  or  lessen  some  of  the 
impacts  of  the  Project  identified  in  the  GSW  DSEIR,  but  it  would  also  result  in  different 
significant  impacts  — including  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  — that  would  not  occur 
under  the  Project. 

The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  slightly  more  severe  impacts  than  were  identified  for  the 
Project  (i.e..  impact  determination  would  change  from  LS  to  LSM  and  would  require 
implementation  of  additional  mitigation  measures  not  required  for  the  Project)  with  respect  to: 

• Construction  water  quality  impacts  (Impact  would  change  from  LS  to  LSM.  There  would 
be  greater  potential  for  adverse  effects  on  water  quality  to  occur,  as  well  as  more 
complex  mitigation  requirements.) 

• Water  quality  impacts  associated  with  trash  and  littering  (Impact  would  change  from  LS 
to  LSM.) 

I he  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  substantially  more  severe  significant  impacts  than  were 
identified  for  the  Project  (i.e.,  impact  determination  would  change  from  LS  or  LSM  to  SU  or 
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SUM  and  would  require  implementation  of  additional  and/or  different  mitigation  measures  not 
required  for  the  Project)  with  respect  to: 

• Construction  noise  levels  substantially  higher  than  ambient  levels,  exceeding  Federal 
Transit  Administration  ("FTA")  criterion  for  residential  exposure  to  construction.  (Impact 
would  change  from  LS  to  SUM.) 

• Construction  v ibration  impacts  exceeding  thresholds  for  human  annoyance  at  nearby 
sensitive  receptors.  (Impact  would  change  from  LS  to  SUM.) 

• Cumulatively  considerable  contribution  to  construction  noise  and  vibration  impacts, 
assuming  other  construction  activities  in  the  vicinity  were  to  overlap  with  the 
construction  activities.  (Impact  would  change  from  LSM  to  SUM.) 

• Exposure  of  sensitive  receptors  to  increased  PM:  5 concentrations  and  cancer  risk  from 
toxic  air  contaminant  concentrations  during  construction  and  operation  and  associated 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts.  (Impact  would  change  from  LSM  to  SUM.) 

The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  different  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  not 
identified  for  the  Project  (i.e.,  new  SU  or  SUM  impact  and  would  require  implementation  of 
different  mitigation  measures  not  required  for  the  Project)  with  respect  to: 

• Traffic  impacts  at  different  intersections  than  those  identified  for  the  Project.  The  number 
of  intersections  with  significant  traffic  impacts  would  increase,  and  these  impacts  would 
occur  under  a greater  number  of  scenarios.  Even  though  the  Off-site  Alternative  would 
generate  fewer  vehicle  trips  than  the  Project,  traffic  impacts  would  be  substantially 
greater  due  to  its  more  central  and  congested  location  closer  to  downtown.  ( Impact  would 
be  SUM.) 

• Construction  noise  impacts  on  special-status  fish  and  marine  mammals  ( Impact  would  be 
SUM.) 

Overall,  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  avoid  and  lessen 
several  of  the  environmental  impact  identified  for  Project,  but  it  w ould  also  result  in  new  and 
different  significant  environmental  impacts  that  would  not  occur  under  the  Project. 

(b)  Project  Objectives: 

As  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  objectives  for  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  at  Blocks  29-32  are  intended  to  be  consistent  w ith  the  overall  objectives  of  the 
Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR.  pp.  3-4  -3-5.) 

Development  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  as  proposed  in  the  Off-Site  Alternative  would 
not  achieve  any  of  the  redevelopment  objectives  identified  for  the  Mission  Bay  South 
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Redevelopment  Plan,  which  are  described  above  in  Section  VIII.  However,  since  it  is  assumed 
that  an  alternative  development  would  occur  at  Blocks  29-32,  it  is  assumed  such  development 
would  achieve  at  least  some  of  the  redevelopment  objectives  identified  for  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan.  As  discussed  in  the  context  of  the  No  Project  Alternative  above,  it  is 
also  reasonable  to  assume  that  such  an  alternative  development  on  Blocks  29-32  would 
substantially  reduce  the  scale  of  development  at  the  site  as  compared  to  the  Project,  and.  as  a 
result,  would  be  substantially  iess  effective  than  the  Project  in  meeting  the  redevelopment 
objectives  relating  to  economic  growth  because  the  reduction  in  development  would  generate  far 
less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open 
space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  For  these  reasons, 
SFMTA  agrees  with  the  conclusion  set  forth  in  the  OCIf  CEQA  Findings  that  this  alternative 
would  substantially  reduce  the  ability  to  meet  the  project  objectives  within  the  context  of  the 
overall  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan. 

(c)  Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

There  are  numerous  uncertainties  with  regard  to  the  acquisition  of  all  the  necessary  permits  and 
approvals  required  for  the  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  site,  including  permits  from  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  State  Lands  Commission,  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation  and 
Development  Commission  (“BCDC”).  Port  of  San  Francisco,  and  voter  approval  under 
Proposition  B. 

Piers  30-32  and  SWL  Lot  330  are  both  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Port  or  San  Francisco.  The 
current  height  limits  (which  are  unchanged  from  2012)  for  those  sites  are  40  feet  and  65-105. 
respectively.  Proposition  B.  passed  by  the  voters  in  2012.  requires  that  any  height  increase  on 
property  within  the  Port's  jurisdiction  from  the  height  limit  that  existed  in  June  of  2012  must  go 
to  the  San  Francisco  voters  for  approval.  Consequently,  in  order  for  the  proposed  Project  to 
proceed  at  those  locations,  the  first  step  in  the  entitlement  process  would  be  to  seek  and  obtain  a 
height  reclassification  of  the  sites  at  the  ballot.  Taking  a height  reclassification  to  the  ballot 
requires  the  Project  Sponsor  wait  until  the  next  election,  and  in  advance  of  that  expend 
significant  sums  to  draft  the  ballot  measure,  collect  signatures  to  place  it  on  the  ballot,  and 
campaign  for  its  approval. 

After  completing  the  height  reclassification  process  (if  successful  ),  the  Project  would  then 
commence  seeking  Project  approvals,  which  would  require  analysis  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  as  well  as  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ("NEPA")  because 
the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (a  federal  agency)  has  certain  permitting  authority  over  the  piers. 
The  work  required  to  retrofit  the  existing  piers,  which  are  in  poor  condition,  would  be  extremely 
expensive,  costing  over  an  estimated  $120  million,  and  would  entail  in-water  work  requiring 
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certain  mitigation  measures  to  protect  biological  resources.  Under  the  Burton  Act.  a state  law 
that  governs  the  Port's  authority,  the  Port  could  not  enter  into  a lease  of  more  than  66  years  in 
length;  thus,  the  maximum  term  the  arena  could  be  leased  would  be  66  years.  As  a consequence, 
the  extremely  high  costs  of  retrofitting  the  Piers  in  order  to  allow  arena  construction  could  only 
be  amortized  over  a relatively  short  period  of  time,  making  the  recovery  of  the  capital  costs  of 
the  Project  financially  infeasible  for  the  Project  Sponsor.  In  addition,  the  mitigation  measures 
required  to  protect  biological  resources  would  likely  include  limiting  the  months  in  which 
construction  can  occur,  particularly  in-water  work  in  order  to  protect  the  resources.  These 
mitigations  serve  to  increase  the  construction  times  and  risk.' 

Finally,  the  time  entailed  in  pursuing  the  required  two-part  entitlement  process  would  take 
significantly  longer  than  at  a site  not  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Port  or  subject  to  federal 
permitting  for  in-water  construction.  Piers  30-32  are  also  regulated  by  other  state  and  regional 
agencies,  in  addition  to  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers.  The  Project  Sponsor’s  lease  at  its  current 
location  at  Oracle  Arena  expires  in  2017  and  the  Project  Sponsor  must  make  a definitive  decision 
about  the  long-term  venue  for  the  team  as  quickly  as  possible  as  a result.  Presumably,  the 
Project  Sponsor  initially  anticipated  all  of  the  above-described  challenges  could  potentially  be 
overcome  and  the  Event  Center  at  the  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  site  could  have  been 
developed  in  a successful  manner  w ithin  a reasonable  period  of  time.  ( Uphold  Our  Heritage  v. 
Town  of  Woods ide  (2007)  147  Cal.App.4th  587,  600  ["No  proponent,  whether  wealthy  or  not,  is 
likely  to  proceed  with  a project  that  will  not  be  economically  successful.”].)  However,  as  of 
today,  in  consideration  of  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  Project,  including  the  Project 
Sponsor's  goal  of  constructing  a new  NBA  Arena  in  time  for  the  2018-2019  NBA  season. 

SIM  LA  agrees  with  the  conclusion  set  forth  in  the  OCR  CEQA  Findings  that  these  uncertainties, 
combined  with  other  factors,  make  the  alternative  infeasible. 

Furthermore,  development  must  occur  within  the  Plan  Area  to  further  any  of  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  are  not 
located  w ithin  the  Plan  Area.  Therefore,  the  Off-Site  Alternative  does  not  further  any  of  the 
Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  Even  if,  as  noted  above,  an 
alternative  mixed  use  development  project  was  assumed  to  be  proposed  and  ultimately  developed 
on  the  project  site  in  the  future  if  the  Off-Site  Alternative  was  selected,  OCII  s CEQA  Findings 
indicate  that  such  an  alternative  development  on  the  project  site  would  likely  be  substantially 
smaller  in  scale  as  compared  to  the  Project,  and,  as  a result,  would  be  substantially  less  effective 
than  the  Project  in  meeting  the  redevelopment  objectives  relating  to  economic  growth  because 
the  reduction  in  development  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes 
such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 


8 GSW  Arena  EEC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
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transportation  infrastructure.  Additionally,  one  of  the  major  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment 
Plan  redevelopment  objectives  is  to  successfully  complete  the  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan  "in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible."  Approving  the  Off-Site 
Alternative  and  assuming  an  alternative  development  project  would  be  proposed  on  the  project 
site  in  the  immediate  future  would  not  further  the  goal  to  successfully  complete  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  "in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible.”  Therefore,  the  SFMTA 
concurs  with  the  OCII  Commission's  CEQA  Findings  that  approval  of  the  Off-site  Alternative 
would  not  further  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives. 

The  OCII  CEQA  Findings  support  rejecting  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall 
Lot  330  on  each  of  these  grounds  both  collectively  and  independently.  SFMTA  agrees  that  each 
of  these  reasons  set  forth  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings  provides  sufficient  independent  grounds 
for  rejecting  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  as  infeasible. 

C.  Alternatives  Considered  but  Rejected  from  Further  Consideration 

Alternative  Locations 


The  FSEIR  explains  that  eleven  additional  alternative  locations  for  the  Project  were  considered 
but  rejected  because  they  either  would  not  achieve  most  of  the  basic  Project  objectives,  would 
not  reduce  or  avoid  significant  environmental  Project  impacts,  and/or  do  not  represent  potentially 
feasible  alternatives  for  other  economic,  social,  or  environmental  reasons.  (GSW  DSE1R,  section 
7.5.  pp„  713  through  7-14  and  7-110  through  7-1  16.)  SFMTA  agrees  that  each  of  these  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings  provides  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  these 
alternative  locations  as  infeasible. 

Alternative  Locations  Proposed  After  Publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  after  the  end  of  the  public  comment  period  on 
the  GSW  DSEIR,  a potential  alternative  site  for  the  Project  - near  Pier  80  - proposed  by  a group 
called  the  Mission  Bay  Alliance  (“MBA"),  was  brought  to  light  through  local  media  ("MBA 
Alternative  Site").  MBA  subsequently  presented  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  to  OCII  in  a comment 
letter  on  October  1 3,  20 1 5.  which  was  more  than  two  and  one  half  months  after  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  GSW  DSEIR  had  closed.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  an  approximately 
21 -acre  site  bounded  by  Cesar  Chavez  Street.  Islais  Creek  Channel,  and  Interstate  280.  Although 
this  potential  site  was  not  presented  to  OCII  until  late  in  the  environmental  review  process,  it  was 
thoroughly  vetted  and  as  set  forth  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings  is  not  considered  a feasible 
option. 

First,  it  should  be  noted  that  a similar  site  is  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Among  the 
alternative  locations  that  were  considered  for  inclusion  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  but  ultimately 
rejected  was  the  so-called  Pier  80  or  India  Basin  Area,  located  very  close  to  the  newly  proposed 
MBA  Alternative  Site.  SFMTA  agrees  that  each  of  the  reasons  provided  in  the  FSEIR  for 
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rejecting  the  Pier  80  or  India  Basin  Site  provides  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  also 
rejecting  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  as  infeasible. 

In  any  event.  SFMTA  finds  that  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings  includes  substantial  evidence 
demonstrating  that  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  not  a feasible  option,  as  discussed  further  below. 

The  MBA  Alternative  Site  consists  of  approximately  12  separate  lots  located  across  the  street 
from  Pier  80  in  San  Francisco.  About  half  of  the  parcels  appear  to  be  held  by  3-4  different 
private  parties;  the  other,  larger  lots  are  controlled  by  the  City  and  the  Port  o!  San  Francisco.1 
The  SFMTA  currently  operates  a bus  acceptance  facility  at  the  Port  property  located  at  1399 
Marin  Street.  The  SFMTA  owns  the  property  at  1301  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  where  it  operates  and 
is  currently  expanding  its  Islais  Creek  Motor  Coach  Facility.  This  facility  has  been  in  the 
planning  and  acquisition  stages  since  1990  and  once  completed,  will  be  among  the  SFMIA  s 
largest  facilities.  Furthermore.  SFMTA  also  recently  began  construction  on  a maintenance  and 
operations  building  at  the  southeast  corner  of  the  site,  which  once  completed,  will  be  used  to 
store  and  service  buses  and  include  administrative  offices  and  a community  meeting  space. 
SFMTA  considers  these  properties  to  be  "critical"  to  its  mission.  The  Project  Sponsor  does  not 
control  or  own  the  publicly  or  privately  owned  sites  and  no  evidence  suggests  it  would  be 
feasible  for  the  Project  Sponsor  to  acquire  such  rights. 

The  parcels  located  across  from  Pier  80  are  zoned  PDR-2  and  have  heights  ranging  from  40  feet 
to  68  feet.  The  PDR-2  zoning  would  not  allow  the  office  buildings.  In  contrast  to  the  allowed 
heights,  the  proposed  Event  Center  would  be  135  feet  in  height  and  the  office  and  retail  buildings 
would  be  160  feet  in  height.  Thus,  the  development  would  not  be  permitted  without  approval  ot 
ordinances  rezoning  the  permitted  uses  and  height  limits  in  the  Planning  Code  and  the  Height 
Maps  in  order  to  accommodate  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  office  buildings.  In  the  case  of  the 
Port  property,  any  increase  in  height  limit  would  require  voter  approval  due  to  the  passage  of 
Proposition  B by  the  voters  in  2014,  which  requires  voter  approval  for  any  height  increase  on 
Port  property. 

The  MBA  Alternative  Site  would  not  avoid  significant  impacts  of  the  Project,  and  would  have 
more  severe  transportation,  air  quality,  hydrology  and  water  quality  impacts. 

Access  to  this  location  would  require  a greater  proportion  ol  event  attendees  to  travel  by  auto,  as 
local  and  regional  transit  service  in  the  site's  vicinity  is  limited,  and  the  site  is  located  further 
from  locations  accessible  via  bicycle  and  walk  modes.  The  T Third  light  rail  line  is  the  primary 
Muni  light  rail  route  that  would  serve  the  site.  The  19  Polk  Muni  bus  route,  with  a connection  at 
Evans/Connecticut  Streets,  runs  north  to  Market  Street  and  connects  with  the  Civic  Center 
BART  station,  but  has  limited  service  during  the  weekday  and  Saturday  evening  and  late  evening 
peak  periods.  The  closest  BART  station  is  at  24th  Street  and  Mission  Street,  approximately  two 

10  Sally  Oerth,  OCII,  and  Chris  Kern,  SF  Planning  Department.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re: 
Proposed  Alternative  at  Pier  80.  October  23.  2015. 
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miles  to  the  west.  The  closest  Caltrain  station  is  at  22nd  Street,  under  the  1-280  freeway, 
approximately  two-thirds  of  a mile  to  the  north.  It  offers  less  train  service  (fewer  trains  stop 
there)  than  the  Caltrain  station  at  Fourth/King  Streets,  as  it  is  an  intermediate  station,  as  opposed 
to  the  line  terminal  at  Fourth/King  Streets.  Due  to  its  remote  location,  this  site  would  not  meet 
the  project  objectives  to  locate  the  Event  Center  within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional 
transit  hubs. 

Unlike  the  project  site,  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  located  in  an  Air  Pollution  Exposure  Zone. 
Consequently,  this  site  would  likely  result  in  substantially  more  severe  air  quality  health  risk 
impacts  than  the  Project.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  located  directly  adjacent  to  the  Islais 
Creek  Channel,  and  thus  would  have  a greater  potential  to  result  in  adverse  impacts  on  water 
quality  and  aquatic  resources  due  to  stormwater  runoff  into  the  Bay  during  both  project 
construction  and  operation.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  also  located  within  the  100-year  flood 
zone,  and  accordingly,  locating  the  project  here  would  expose  people  and  structures  to  a greater 
risk  of  loss,  injury  or  death  due  to  flooding  than  the  proposed  location  outside  of  the  100-year 
flood  zone.  Moreover,  because  it  is  directly  adjacent  to  the  Islais  Creek  Channel  and  is  at  a low 
elevation  relative  to  sea  level,  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  would  be  more  vulnerable  to  Hooding  in 
the  future  due  to  sea  level  rise  and  is  more  vulnerable  to  tsunami  risk  than  the  project  site. 1 ! 

In  consideration  of  SFMTA's  active  and  expanding  use  and  development  on  a portion  of  the 
MBA  Alternative  Site,  the  number  of  private  lots  included  as  part  of  the  site  (none  of  which  are 
owned  or  in  the  control  of  the  Project  Proponent),  and  the  other  considerations  discussed  above, 
SFMTA  agrees  with  the  conclusion  set  forth  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings  that  the  MBA 
Alternative  Site  could  not  be  assembled  in  a successful  manner  within  a reasonable  period  of 
time  taking  into  account  existing  development  on  the  site  as  well  as  economic,  legal,  and 
environmental  factors.  SFMTA  agrees  that  each  of  these  reasons  prov  ides  sufficient  independent 
grounds  for  rejecting  this  alternative  location. 

Alternative  Concepts.  Desians.  and  Strategies 

In  developing  the  alternatives  selected  for  detailed  analysis  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  and  throughout 
the  environmental  review  process.  OCII.  with  the  assistance  of  the  Planning  Department, 
considered  additional  alternative  concepts,  designs,  and  strategies  that  could  potentially  avoid  or 
lessen  the  Project's  environmental  impacts.  In  some  cases,  the  alternative  concepts  were 
incorporated  into  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  analyzed  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  or  into  the 
mitigation  measures  proposed  for  the  Project.  In  other  cases,  however,  alternative  concepts  were 
determined  to  either  be  infeasible  or  to  result  in  the  same  or  more  severe  environmental  impacts 
compared  to  those  of  the  Project,  and  therefore  were  not  included  in  the  range  of  alternatives 


1 1 Sally  Oerth.  OCII.  and  Chris  Kern.  SF  Planning  Department.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re: 
Proposed  Alternative  at  Pier  80.  October  23,  2015. 
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carried  forward  for  full  analysis.  The  reasons  the  alternative  concepts,  designs,  and  strategies  are 
rejected  are  described  below. 

Alternative  Strategy  to  Reduce  Size/Scale  of  the  Event  Center 

The  size  and  scale  of  the  event  center  is  currently  designed  to  meet  the  primary  objective  of 
meeting  the  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  and  specifically  for  use  as  the  home  court  for 
the  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  team.  The  capacity  of  18.064  seats  is  over  1.000  fewer 
seats  than  the  average  capacity  of  all  current  NBA  facilities.  The  1 8.064-seat  capacity  is  also 
well  below  the  capacity  of  the  Warriors'  current  home  court  at  the  Oracle  Arena  in  Oakland. i_ 

I lowever.  while  the  event  center  is  designed  to  meet  the  specific  needs  for  NBA  basketball 
games,  it  is  also  designed  on  balance  to  achieve  the  overall  Project  objectives  of  providing  a 
year-round  venue  for  a variety  of  sporting  events,  entertainment,  and  convention  purposes  that 
promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency,  greenhouse  gas  reduction,  and 
job  creation. 

The  1 8.064-seat  capacity  will  be  the  fifth  lowest  capacity  in  the  NBA.  despite  the  high  current 
market  demand  for  season  tickets.  Currently,  the  Warriors  have  14.500  season  ticket  holders  and 
there  are  over  1 7.000  people  on  the  waiting  list  for  season  tickets.  Therefore,  the  Project  Sponsor 
has  indicated  that  reducing  the  capacity  of  the  event  center  below  18.064  is  not  feasible  due  to  its 
already  small  size  relative  to  other  NBA  facilities  and  the  overwhelming  market  demand  for 
season  tickets. 1 ’ 

A reduced  size  event  center  would  also  not  meet  the  Project  objective  of  constructing  an  event 
center  that  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention 
purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3,000-1 8.500.  and  expands 
opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

The  viability  of  attracting  top  entertainment  events,  including  large  touring  shows,  is  influenced 
primarily  by  the  buildings'  gross  potential  and  secondarily  by  the  venues'  ability  to  support  large 
event  requirements/logistics  such  as  rigging,  space  requirements,  power,  data,  lighting  and 
sound.  Today's  concerts  ty  pically  tour  with  12  to  24  tractor-trailers  of  equipment,  requiring  a 
venue  that  not  only  has  the  infrastructure  to  mount  a 200.000  lb.  show  but  is  able  to  compete 
economically  with  other  markets  to  attract  these  type  of  events  to  the  market.  The  business 
model  for  these  events  is  impacted  dramatically  by  potential  attendance,  and  therefore,  most 
large-scale  entertainment  events  could  not  occur  at  the  event  center  if  the  capacity  is  reduced 
below  1 8.500.  Therefore,  reducing  the  capacity  of  the  event  center  below  1 8.500  would  deprive 


12  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23,  2015 

13  GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015 
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City  residents  the  opportunity  to  attend  these  types  of  events  in  the  City  and  would  substantially 
reduce  opportunities  for  the  City’s  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business.14 

Moreover,  the  City  of  San  Francisco  currently  lacks  a public  venue  that  can  compete  for  "arena" 
type  entertainment  attractions.  The  lack  of  a state-of-the-art  arena  venue  in  the  City  prevents  top 
domestic  and  international  music  tours,  political  conventions,  major  award  shows,  athletic 
tournaments,  family  shows  and  a variety  of  other  entertainment  and  sporting  events  from  taking 
place  in  San  Francisco.  The  existing  venues  in  San  Francisco  cannot  support  these  needs  and,  as 
a result,  over  a hundred  of  the  top  tours  and  attractions  are  currently  unable  to  perform  in  the 
City.  And  there  is  currently  a high  market  demand  for  these  types  of  events  in  the  City.  The 
market  demand  for  such  attractions  in  San  Francisco  is  demonstrated  by  the  high  demand  for 
similar  venues  on  the  Peninsula,  such  as  Levi's  stadium,  the  Shoreline  Amphitheatre  and  HP 
Pavilion,  as  well  as  the  existing  Oracle  Arena. ^ 

Furthermore,  as  described  above,  most  of  the  event  center-related  impacts  could  be  mitigated 
with  the  adopted  mitigation  measures,  and  it  is  unlikely  that  reducing  the  size/scale  of  the  event 
center  could  effectively  or  substantially  lessen  the  Project's  significant  transportation-related 
impacts. 

Detailed  traffic  modeling  of  a smaller  event  center  has  not  been  performed.  For  this  reason,  it  is 
not  possible  to  determine  exactly  how  small  the  event  center  would  need  to  be  in  order  to  avoid 
some  or  all  of  the  Project’s  significant  and  unavoidable  traffic  impacts.  Based  on  the  modeling 
that  has  been  performed,  however,  a smaller  event  center  could  potentially  result  in  significant 
impacts  at  fewer  intersections;  but.  as  indicated  by  the  modeling  conducted  for  the  No  Event 
scenario,  even  a substantially  smaller  Event  Center  would  result  in  significant  and  unavoidable 
traffic  impacts  including  at  the  intersection  of  1 6th/Seventh/Mississippi.  Thus,  even  a 
substantially  smaller  event  center  than  the  1 8,500-seat  event  center  would  still  have  significant 
and  unavoidable  impacts,  would  not  meet  NBA  standards  for  an  arena,  and  would  not  meet  the 
basic  Project  objectives.  As  a result,  this  alternative  strategy  would  not  effectively  avoid  or 
substantially  lessen  transportation-related  impacts.  Thus,  reducing  the  size  and  scale  of  the  event 
center  was  screened  from  further  consideration  for  detailed  alternatives  analysis.  It  should  be 
noted,  however,  that  reducing  the  size  of  Project  features  other  than  the  event  center  were 
included  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative,  which  is  analyzed  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 


14  GSW  Arena  ETC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015;  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-IJse  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23,  2015. 

1:1  GSW  Arena  ETC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015:  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23.  20 1 5. 
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SFMTA  agrees  that  each  of  these  reasons  set  forth  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings  provides 
sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  this  alternative  strategy. 

Alternative  Strategy  to  Reduce  Number  of  Events  at  the  Event  Center  that  Would  Overlap  with 
SF  Giants  Games  at  AT&T  Park. 

As  explained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  it  is  estimated  that  there  would  be  a potential  for  about  32 
overlapping  events  per  year,  but  in  rare  circumstances  there  could  be  as  many  as  40  events  (with 
varying  combined  total  attendance)  in  one  year.  These  estimates  are  based  on  the  following 
assumptions,  which  are  conservative  because  they  rely  on  current  scheduling  information  and  do 
not  account  for  any  advanced  coordination  between  the  SF  Giants  and  the  Golden  State 
Warriors,  or  internal  schedule  coordination  at  the  event  center: 

• Overlap  with  Golden  State  Warriors  games.  The  regular  NBA  (late  October  through  mid- 
April)  and  regular  baseball  seasons  (April  through  September)  overlap  slightly  in  the  first 
half  of  April,  and  for  both  teams,  only  half  of  the  games  are  home  games.  Conservatively, 
about  2 games  per  year  could  overlap  during  the  regular  season.  If  either  or  both  of  the 
Warriors  and  SF  Giants  were  to  move  on  to  the  post  season,  there  would  be  increased 
likelihood  of  overlapping  events,  with  up  to  approximately  five  additional  overlapping 
events  if  both  teams  were  to  advance  to  their  respective  championship  final  series  in  the 
same  year. 

• Overlap  w ith  concerts.  As  indicated  in  Chapter  3.  Project  Description.  Table  3-3,  the 
major  concert  season  is  fall,  winter,  and  early  spring.  1 luis.  of  the  45  yearly  concerts, 
about  20  could  overlap  w ith  the  regular  baseball  season,  but  at  most,  only  half  of  these 
( 10)  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  same  day  as  a SF  Giants  home  game. 

• Overlap  with  family  shows.  As  indicated  in  Chapter  3.  Project  Description.  Table  3-3.  the 
approximate  55  family  shows  would  be  distributed  throughout  the  year  on  Wednesday 
through  Sunday.  Since  the  SF  Giants  play  for  six  months  of  the  year  during  the  regular 
season,  it  is  assumed  that  half  of  the  family  shows  (27)  would  occur  during  the  baseball 
season  (April  through  September),  but  the  SF  Giants  only  play  home  games  at  A 1 & I 
Park  for  half  of  that  time,  leav  ing  14  days  of  possible  overlap.  However,  the  SF  Giants 
also  play  games  on  Monday  and  Tuesday  when  there  would  be  no  family  shows.  So 
about  10  of  the  family  shows  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  same  day  as  a SF  Giants  home 
game. 

• Overlap  with  other  non-Golden  State  Warriors  spoiling  events.  Of  the  approximate  30 
other  non-Golden  State  Warriors  sporting  events  that  would  be  held  at  the  event  center,  it 
is  assumed  that  half  could  occur  during  baseball  season,  and  half  of  those  could  overlap 
with  SF  Giants  home  games,  or  about  7 events. 
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• Overlap  with  conventions/corporate  events.  Of  the  approximate  3 I conventions  or 
corporate  events,  it  is  assumed  that  half  could  occur  during  baseball  season,  and  half  of 
those  could  overlap  with  SI  Giants  home  games.  However,  these  events  would  almost 
exclusively  be  during  the  day,  and  only  about  35  percent  of  the  SF  Giants  games  are  day 
games;  this  indicates  the  potential  for  an  estimated  3 overlapping  events. 

Based  on  league  schedules  and  concert  scheduling  as  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  it  is 
anticipated  that  in  a regular  year,  on  average,  there  is  a possibility  of  about  nine  large  events 
(about  1 2,500  or  more  attendees)  at  the  event  center  overlapping  with  a SF  Giants  evening  game 
at  AT&T  Park  (i.e.,  two  basketball  games  and  seven  concerts)  annually.  If  either  or  both  teams 
make  it  to  their  respective  championships,  the  number  of  large  events  overlapping  could 
moderately  increase;  however,  it  is  unlikely  that  this  scenario  would  occur  on  a regular  basis. 

The  OCII  CEQA  Findings  include  a detailed  discussion  concerning  whether  there  are  feasible 
strategies  to  further  reduce  the  number  of  events  at  the  event  center  that  would  overlap  with  SF 
Giants  games  at  AT&T  Park  in  an  effort  to  reduce  potential  environmental  impacts.  For  the 
following  reasons,  however.  OCII  CEQA  Findings  demonstrate  that  it  is  not  feasible  to  reduce 
the  number  of  overlapping  events. 

First,  the  NBA  schedule,  and  therefore,  the  Warriors  schedule  is  beyond  the  Project  Sponsor's 
and  SFMTA's.  the  City's,  or  OCIl's  control.  Similarly,  the  Major  League  Baseball  schedule, 
and  therefore,  the  SF  Giants  schedule  is  also  beyond  the  Project  Sponsor's  and  the  SFMTA’s,  the 
City's,  or  OCIl's  control.  In  other  words,  because  neither  the  lead  agency  or  responsible  agencies 
nor  the  Project  Sponsor  has  any  control  over  MLB  or  NBA  schedules,  it  is  not  possible  to  reduce 
the  number  of  Warriors  basketball  games  that  overlap  w ith  SF  Giants  baseball  games  at  AT&T 
Park. 

Second,  there  is  no  feasible  strategy  to  reduce  the  number  of  concerts,  family  shows,  or 
conventions/corporate  events  at  the  event  center  that  would  overlap  with  SF  Giants  Games  at 
AT&T  Park.  The  financial  model  of  most  venues,  such  as  the  event  center,  is  predicated  on 
programming  the  venue  for  a variety  of  shows  and  events  over  the  course  of  the  year.  The  costs 
of  developing  and  constructing  a new  event  venue,  or  even  the  more  limited  costs  of 
rehabilitating  an  existing  venue,  demand  that  the  venue  be  utilized  throughout  the  year  in  order 
to  most  effectively  amortize  the  costs  of  the  facility.  In  other  words,  the  event  center  must  host 
year-round  events  because  the  business  model  (particularly  where  the  venue  is  privately 
financed)  demands  year-round  revenue  to  be  economically  successful. 16  Therefore,  it  is  not 
feasible  to  prohibit  events  at  the  event  center  during  the  SF  Giants  baseball  season.  Moreover, 

lf’  GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  20 1 5:  Attachment  - Golden  State 
Warriors.  LLC.  Jennifer  Cabaiquinto,  Memorandum,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015. 
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prohibiting  events  during  the  SF  Giants  baseball  season  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  overall 
Project  purpose  of  constructing  an  event  center  that  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events 
and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes. 

Third,  shifting  of  event  start  times  for  most  entertainment  attractions  can  be  difficult  or 
impossible,  particularly  w ithout  sufficient  advance  notice  of  the  need  to  make  such  a request. 
The  difficulty  in  doing  such  is  driven  primarily  by  the  requirements  of  the  client  (tour 
management),  which  falls  outside  the  control  of  the  promoter  or  the  venue  operator.  Most  arena 
events  are  routed  months  and  sometimes  more  than  a year  in  advance.  The  event  is  designed  in 
almost  all  circumstances  to  be  able  to  play  the  venue  in  a single  day  (load-in.  show,  load-out). 
The  tour  maintains  an  extremely  regimented  schedule  tor  all  venues  played  across  the  country 
and  internationally  in  order  to  efficiently  and  effectively  move  the  show  from  venue  to  venue, 
which  can  include  dozens  of  tractor  trailers,  tour  buses,  and  support  vehicles.  It  is  very  common 
for  the  show  to  load-out  in  one  city  and  travel  a significant  distance,  in  some  cases  hundreds  of 
miles,  in  order  to  load-in  in  another  city  the  next  morning.  The  artists'  travel  arrangements,  as 
well  as  the  logistics  to  move  the  show  from  city  to  city,  are  carefully  choreographed,  which 
makes  it  extremely  difficult  to  alter  any  schedules,  including  show  start  times.  Similar 
circumstances  apply  to  moving  a show  date.  The  tours  are  routed  as  much  as  a year  in 
advance. 17 

Any  requirements  that  would  necessitate  that  shows  move  to  alternate  dates  would  in  almost  all 
circumstances  result  in  an  event  cancellation  as  the  tour  and  artists'  schedule  and  logistics  could 
not  absorb  such  a move  due  to  the  ongoing  commitments  of  the  tour.  As  a consequence,  while 
some  staggering  of  start  times  may  at  times  be  possible  with  sufficient  advance  notice,  there  are 
practical,  industry-driven  limits  on  how  often  one  could  successfully  negotiate  staggered  start 
times.  In  short,  there  is  an  inherent  degree  of  temporal  inflexibility  built  into  the  industry  model 
for  road  show  s.  Thus,  to  be  able  to  attract  and  accommodate  the  type  of  events  that  are  both 
desirable  and  financially  necessary  for  the  Project,  it  is  not  possible  to  prohibit  events  from 
occurring  at  the  event  center  during  times  that  might  overlap  with  an  SF  Giants  game  at  AT  & F 
Park.18 

Additionally,  reducing  the  number  of  events  that  might  overlap  with  an  SF  Giants  game  at 
AT&T  Park  would  not  decrease  magnitude  of  the  Project's  traffic  impacts  on  days  when 
overlapping  events  occur.  Therefore,  a reduction  in  overlapping  events  would  not  effectively 

17  GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015:  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32. 
October  23.  2015. 

18  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015:  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins. 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23.  2015. 
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avoid  or  substantially  lessen  the  magnitude  of  the  Project’s  transportation-related  impacts 
identified  in  the  FSEIR.  Furthermore,  SFMTA  agrees  with  the  conclusion  set  forth  in  the  OCII 
CEQA  Findings  that  a limit  on  overlapping  events  is  infeasible  from  an  economic  and  policy 
perspective  because  a restriction,  such  as  an  overlapping  event  restriction,  that  results  in  a 
reduction  in  the  number  of  events  held  at  the  Event  Center  annually  would  directly  impact  the 
public  revenues  generated  by  events  held  at  the  Event  Center  that  could  be  used  for  purposes 
such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 

SFMTA  agrees  that  each  of  these  reasons  included  in  the  OCII  CEQA  Findings  provides 
sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  this  alternative  strategy. 

IX.  STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATIONS 

Pursuant  to  CEQA  section  21081.  subdivision  (b),  and  CEQA  Guideline  15093,  SFMTA  hereby 
finds,  after  consideration  of  the  FSEIR  and  all  other  evidence  in  the  record,  that  each  of  the 
specific  overriding  economic,  legal,  social,  technological  and  other  benefits  of  the  Project  as  set 
forth  below  independently  and  collectively  outweighs  the  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  of 
the  Project  and  is  an  overriding  consideration  warranting  its  approval  including  implementation 
of  mitigation  measures  w ithin  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  SFMTA  and  other  responsible 
agencies.  Any  one  of  the  reasons  for  approval  cited  below  is  sufficient  to  justi  fy  approval  of  the 
Project.  Thus,  even  if  a court  were  to  conclude  that  not  every  reason  is  supported  by  substantial 
evidence,  SFMTA  will  stand  by  its  determination  that  each  individual  reason  is  sufficient.  The 
substantial  evidence  supporting  the  various  benefits  can  be  found  in  the  preceding  findings, 
which  are  incorporated  by  reference  into  this  Section,  and  in  the  documents  found  in  the  Record 
of  Proceedings,  as  defined  in  Section  1IG. 

On  the  basis  of  the  above  findings  and  the  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this 
proceeding,  SFMTA  finds  that  there  are  significant  benefits  of  the  Project  to  support  approval  of 
the  Project,  including  implementation  of  mitigation  measures  w ithin  the  responsibility  and 
jurisdiction  SFMTA  and  other  responsible  agencies,  in  spite  of  the  unavoidable  significant 
impacts,  and  therefore  makes  this  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations.  SFMTA  further  finds 
that,  as  part  of  the  process  of  obtaining  Project  approval,  all  significant  effects  on  the 
environment  from  implementation  of  the  Project  have  been  eliminated  or  substantially  lessened 
where,  and  to  the  extent,  feasible.  All  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  that  are  w ithin 
SFMTA’s  enforcement  authority  and  applicable  to  the  Project  are  adopted  as  part  of  this 
approval  action.  Furthermore,  SFMTA  has  determined  that  any  remaining  significant  effects  on 
the  environment  found  to  be  unavoidable  are  acceptable  due  to  the  following  specific  overriding 
economic,  technical,  legal,  social  and  other  considerations. 

The  Project  has  the  following  benefits: 
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• The  Project  includes  the  construction  of  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in 
San  Francisco  that  meets  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities  and  can  be  used  year- 
round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging 
in  capacity  from  approximately  3.000-18.500.  Although  the  event  center  is  one  of  the 
smallest  venues  used  by  NBA  basketball  teams,  it  meets  the  NBA's  requirements  and 
will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to  meet  the  market  demand  for  Golden  State  Warriors 
basketball  games.  Further,  the  event  center  will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to 
accommodate  a variety  of  desirable  events,  including  other  sporting  events,  small  and 
large  concerts  and  shows,  conventions  and  conferences,  and  other  family  events.  No 
similar-sized  event  center  currently  exists  in  San  Francisco,  so  the  construction  of  the 
event  center  will  attract  events  to  the  City  that  cannot  be  accommodated  by  other  venues. 
By  providing  a state-of-the-art  event  center  that  can  accommodate  a wide  variety  of 
small-  and  large-scale  events,  including  Warriors  basketball  games,  the  Project  will 
benefit  City  residents  and  expand  opportunities  for  the  City  's  tourist,  hotel  and 
convention  business. 

• The  Project  provides  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development  to  create  a lively 
local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round.  In  addition  to  the 
event  center,  the  Project  includes  a mix  of  office  use.  retail,  and  open  space  that  will 
promote  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use.  and 
prov  ide  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood. 

• The  Project  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability  standards.  I he 
Project  is  designed  to  LEED®  Gold  standards  and  incorporates  a variety  of  design 
features  to  provide  energy  and  water  conservation  and  efficiency,  encourage  alternative 
transportation,  promote  a healthy  indoor  environment,  minimize  waste,  and  maximize 
recycling  opportunities. 

• The  Project  is  located  in  an  urban  infill  area  in  Mission  Bay.  immediately  adjacent  to 
local  transit  stops  and  less  than  a mile  from  other  regional  transit  resources,  including 
train  and  ferry  and  therefore  will  promote  public  transit  and  further  the  City's  Transit 
First  Policy.  The  Project  will  also  implement  a number  of  off-site  roadway  network  and 
curb  regulations,  transit  network,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  network  improvements  in  the 
Project  site  vicinity,  including  roadway  restriping,  intersection  signalization,  on-street 
parking,  new  perimeter  sidewalks,  bicycle  lanes,  signage  and  other  improvements,  that 
will  substantially  benefit  the  community. 

• The  Project  w ill  provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient 
size  to  attract  those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  the  current  lack 
of  a world  class  facility  in  the  City.  The  City  is  currently  unable  to  attract  or 
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accommodate  certain  events  because  there  are  no  venues  in  the  city  that  can 
accommodate  such  events.  With  the  event  center,  however,  the  City  will  be  able  to 
accommodate  such  events,  for  which  there  is  a high  demand  in  the  City. 

• The  Project  will  promote  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  AB  900,  as  amended. 

• The  Project  will  provide  substantial  tax  revenue  available  to  support  the  construction  of 
affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 

t ran sportat io n i nfrast ru ct u re . 

• The  Project  will  generate  thousands  of  jobs  for  residents  of  Mission  Bay  and  the  City  of 
San  Francisco  area  during  both  construction  and  operation. 


Having  considered  these  benefits,  SFMTA  finds  that  the  benefits  of  the  Project  outweigh  the 
unavoidable  adverse  environmental  effects,  and  that  the  adverse  environmental  effects  are 
therefore  acceptable. 
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EXHIBIT  A 


Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  - Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 

CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  FINDINGS:  FINDINGS  OF  FACT, 
EVALUATION  OF  MITIGATION  MEASURES  AND  ALTERNATIVES,  AND 
STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATIONS 

COMMISSION  ON  THE  COMMUNITY  INVESTMENT  AND  INFRASTRUCTURE 

In  determining  to  approve  the  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  — Event  C enter  and  Mixed-Use 
Dev  elopment  Project  ("Project"'),  the  San  Francisco  Office  of  Community  Investment  and 
Infrastructure's  ("OCII")  Commission  on  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure  ("OCil 
Commission")  makes  and  adopts  the  following  findings  of  fact  and  decisions  regarding 
mitigation  measures  and  alternatives,  and  adopts  the  statement  of  overriding  considerations, 
based  on  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding  and  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA"),  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq. 
particularly  Sections  21081  and  21081.5.  the  Guidelines  for  Implementation  of  CEQA  (“CEQA 
Guidelines").  14  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq..  particularly  Sections 
15091  through  15093,  and  Agency  adopted  CEQA  Guidelines. 

This  document  is  organized  as  follows: 

Section  I prov  ides  a description  of  the  Project  proposed  for  adoption,  the  environmental  review 
process  for  the  Project,  the  approval  actions  to  be  taken  and  the  location  of  records; 

Section  II  identifies  the  impacts  found  not  to  be  significant  that  do  not  require  mitigation: 

Sections  III  and  II I A identify  potentially  significant  impacts  that  can  be  avoided  or  reduced  to 
less-than-significant  levels  through  mitigation  and  describe  the  disposition  ot  the  mitigation 
measures; 

Sections  IV  and  IVA  identify  significant  impacts  that  cannot  be  avoided  or  reduced  to  less-than 
significant  levels  and  describe  any  applicable  mitigation  measures  as  well  as  the  disposition  of 
the  mitigation  measures; 

Section  V evaluates  the  different  Project  alternatives  and  the  economic,  legal,  social, 
technological,  and  other  considerations  that  support  approval  of  the  Project  and  the  rejection  ot 
the  alternatives,  or  elements  thereof,  analyzed:  and 

Section  VI  presents  a statement  of  overriding  considerations  setting  forth  specific  reasons  in 
support  of  the  OCII  Commission's  actions  and  its  rejection  of  the  alternatives  not  incorporated 
into  the  Project. 


The  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (“MMRP")  for  the  mitigation  measures  that 
have  been  proposed  for  adoption  is  attached  with  these  findings  as  Exhibit  B.  The  MMRP  is 
required  by  CEQA  Section  21081.6,  subdivision  (a)(  I ).  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Sections  15091, 
subdivision  (d),  and  1 5097.  Exhibit  B provides  a table  setting  forth  each  mitigation  measure 
listed  in  the  Final  Subsequent  Env  ironmental  Impact  Report  for  the  Project  ("FSEIR")  that  is 
required  to  reduce  or  avoid  a significant  adverse  impact.  Exhibit  B also  specifies  the  agency 
responsible  for  implementation  of  each  measure.  Where  the  Project  Sponsor,  GS  W Arena  EEC 
("GSW"  or  "Project  Sponsor"),  an  affiliate  of  Golden  State  Warriors,  LLC,  which  owns  and 
operates  the  Golden  State  Warriors  National  Basketball  Association  ("NBA")  team,  is  required 
to  participate  in  the  implementation  of  a mitigation  measure.  Exhibit  B also  states  this 
requirement.  Exhibit  B also  sets  forth  agency  monitoring  actions  and  a monitoring  schedule  for 
each  mitigation  measure.  Where  particular  mitigation  measures  must  be  adopted  and/or 
implemented  by  particular  responsible  agencies  such  as  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  or 
one  of  its  departments  or  commissions,  the  MMRP  clearly  identities  the  agencies  involved  and 
the  actions  they  must  take.  All  of  OCIFs  specific  obligations  are  also  clear.  The  full  text  of  each 
mitigation  measure  summarized  or  cited  in  these  findings  is  set  forth  in  Exhibit  B.  As  explained 
further  in  the  MMRP.  in  addition  to  listing  mitigation  measures,  for  the  purposes  of  public 
disclosure  and  to  assist  in  implementation  and  enforcement,  the  MMRP  also  lists  "improvement 
measures,"  "applicable  regulations,"  and  the  Project  Transportation  Management  Plan  ("TMP"). 

These  findings  are  based  upon  substantial  evidence  in  the  entire  record  before  the  OC11 
Commission.  The  references  set  forth  in  these  findings  to  certain  pages  or  sections  of  the  Draft 
Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("GSW  DSE1R")  or  the  Responses  to  Comments 
document  ("RTC").  which  together  constitute  the  FSEIR,  are  for  ease  of  reference  and  are  not 
intended  to  provide  an  exhaustive  list  of  the  ev  idence  relied  upon  for  these  findings.  A full 
explanation  of  the  substantial  evidence  supporting  these  findings  can  be  found  in  the  FSEIR.  and 
these  findings  hereby  incorporate  by  reference  the  discussion  and  analysis  in  those  documents 
supporting  the  FSEIR's  determinations  regarding  the  Project's  impacts  and  mitigation  measures 
designed  to  address  those  impacts.  Reference  to  the  GSW  SEIR  is  intended  as  a general 
reference  to  information  that  may  be  found  in  either  or  both  the  GSW  DSE1R  or  RTC. 

I.  APPROVAL  OF  THE  PROJECT 

A.  Project  Description 

By  this  action,  the  OC11  Commission  adopts  and  takes  action  to  implement  substantially  the 
Project  identified  in  Chapter  3 of  the  FSEIR  as  modified  by  Chapter  14  of  the  FSEIR  and  the 
Muni  University  of  California  at  San  Francisco  (“UCSF")/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant  as 
described  in  Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR  with  the  option  of  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant.  GSW 
proposes  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center  and  a variety  of  mixed  uses,  including  office, 
retail,  open  space  and  structured  parking  on  an  approximately  1 1-acre  site  on  Blocks  29-32 
within  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  of  San  Francisco. 


The  project  site  is  bounded  by  Soutli  Street  on  the  north.  Third  Street  on  the  west,  16th  Street  on 
the  south,  and  by  the  future  planned  realigned  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  on  the  east.  1 he 
proposed  event  center  would  host  the  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  team  during  the  NBA 
season,  and  provide  a year-round  venue  for  a variety  of  other  assembly  and  entertainment  uses, 
including  concerts,  family  shows,  other  sporting  events,  cultural  events,  conferences,  and 
conventions. 

The  proposed  roughly  circular-shaped  event  center  building  would  be  located  in  the  central-east 
portion  of  the  site.  The  event  center  building  would  be  approximately  135  feet  at  its  root  peak, 
and  would  include  multiple  lev  els  of  vary  ing  elevations.  The  event  center  would  be 
approximately  775.000  gross  square  feet  ("gsf")  and  would  be  programmed  with  a capacity  of 
I 8,064  seats  for  basketball  games,  but  could  be  reconfigured  for  concerts  for  a maximum 
capacity  of  about  1 8,500.  The  performance  and  seating  areas  could  also  be  reconfigured  in  a cut- 
down  configuration  to  create  a smaller  venue  space. 

Two  office  and  retail  buildings  would  be  located  on  the  west  side  of  the  project  site.  Specifically, 
one  would  be  located  at  the  northwest  corner  of  site  at  Third  and  South  Streets  ("South  Street 
office  and  retail  building").  The  other  would  be  located  at  the  southwest  corner  of  the  site  at 
Third  and  16th  Streets  ("16th  Street  office  and  retail  building").  The  South  Street  office  and 
retail  building  would  be  approximately  345,000  gsf,  and  the  1 6th  Street  office  and  retail  building 
would  be  approximately  300,000  gsf.  Both  buildings  would  be  1 1 stories  ( 1 60  feet  tall  at 
building  rooftop);  each  office  and  retail  building  would  consist  of  a podium  ground  level  plus  5 
podium  levels  (90  feet  tall),  with  a 5-story  (70-foot  tall)  tower  (with  smaller  floorplate  than  the 
podium)  above.  These  buildings  could  serve  a variety  of  office  and/or  research  and  development 
uses,  with  retail  uses  on  the  lower  floor(s). 

Additional  retail  uses  would  front  on  South  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard,  including  an 
approximately  32,000  gsf  3-story,  4 1 -foot  high  "food  hall"  located  at  the  corner  of  Terry  A. 
Francois  Boulevard  and  South  Street.  An  approximately  I 1.550  gst  2-story.  38-foot  high 
"gatehouse"  building  would  be  located  mid-point  along  Third  Street  and  would  provide  retail 
uses  and  house  elevators/escalators  connecting  to  parking  facilities  on  lower  floors. 

Approximately  3.2  acres  of  open  space  would  be  designed  within  the  site,  including  a proposed 
Third  Street  Plaza  (elevated  at  approximately  8 to  12  feet  above  Third  Street)  on  the  west  side  of 
the  project  site  between  the  event  center  and  Third  Street,  and  a proposed  ground-level  Southeast 
Plaza  in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  site. 

Three  levels  of  enclosed  onsite  parking  (two  below  grade:  Lower  Parking  Levels  1 and  2,  and 
one  at  street  level:  Upper  Parking  Level)  would  be  located  below  the  office  and  retail  buildings 
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and  plaza  areas.  A total  of  950  vehicle  parking  spaces  are  proposed  on-site,  including  spaces  for 
Fuel  Efficient  Vehicles  ("FEV")  and  carpool  vehicles.  The  Project  also  includes  use  of  1 32 
existing  off-site  parking  spaces  in  the  450  South  Street  parking  garage,  primarily  accessed  from 
South  Street  directly  north  of  the  project  site,  to  provide  additional  parking  to  serve  the  Project 
employees.  The  Project  would  also  have  30  commercial  loading  spaces  serving  the  Project  uses, 
including  13  on-site  below  grade  loading  spaces  and  I 7 on-street  commercial  loading  spaces 
provided  on  South  Street  (8  spaces),  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  south  of  South  Street  (8 
spaces),  and  16th  Street  ( 1 space). 

1.  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 

The  Project  incorporates  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant,  which  is  a minor 
variation  of  the  Project  in  which,  rather  than  extending  the  northbound  platform  only,  the 
existing  high-level  northbound  and  southbound  passenger  platforms  at  the  UCSF/Mission  Bay 
light  rail  stop  would  be  removed  and  replaced  w ith  a single  high-level  center  platform  to 
accommodate  both  northbound  and  southbound  light  rail  service  passengers.  The  new  center 
platform  would  be  located  between  the  northbound  and  southbound  light  rail  tracks  in  the 
general  location  of  the  existing  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  southbound  platform.  The  platform 
would  be  approximately  320  feet  long  by  I 7 feet  w ide  (the  existing  side  platforms  are  about  160 
feet  long  by  9 feet  wide)  and  would  allow  for  two  two-car  light  rail  trains  to  simultaneously 
board  or  alight  passengers  along  the  platform. 

2.  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 

The  Third  Street  Plaza  variant  is  a minor  variation  of  the  Project.  Under  this  variant,  the  area  of 
the  proposed  Third  Street  Plaza  would  be  modified  to  be  consistent  with  the  design  standards  of 
the  UCSF  view  easement  on  the  project  site.  Consequently,  the  “gatehouse”  building,  located 
mid-block  along  Third  Street  under  the  Project,  would  be  relocated  and  the  elevated  main  plaza 
would  be  replaced  with  an  at-grade  “event  space”  with  no  above-grade  structural  development. 
As  a result,  the  variant  would  not  require  approval  by  UCSF  for  termination  of  their  view 
easement  that  extends  east  from  Third  Street  onto  the  project  site.  This  variant  may  be 
implemented  at  the  election  of  the  developer.  The  Project  impacts  and  mitigation  discussed 
below  would  not  be  affected  by  this  election. 

B.  Project  Area 

1.  Mission  Bay 

The  approximate  300-acre  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  is  located  along  San 
Francisco's  central  Bay  waterfront,  straddling  Mission  Creek  Channel.  In  general,  the  Plan  Area 
is  bounded  by  Townsend  Street  to  the  north.  Interstate  280  and  Seventh  Street  to  the  west, 
Mariposa  Street  to  the  south,  and  San  Francisco  Bay  to  the  east. 
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Before  1998.  Mission  Bay  was  characterized  by  low-intensity  industrial  development  and  vacant 
land.  Since  adoption  of  the  North  and  South  Plans  in  1998.  Mission  Bay  has  undergone 
redevelopment  into  a mixture  of  residential,  commercial  (light  industrial,  research  and 
development,  labs  and  offices),  retail,  and  educational/institutional  uses  and  open  space.  As  of 
2014.  4.067  housing  units  (including  822  affordable  units)  of  the  planned  6.400  housing  units 
within  Mission  Bay  (roughly  64  percent)  were  complete,  with  another  900  (including  150 
affordable  units)  under  construction.  Regarding  office  and  laboratory  space,  approximately  1 .7 
million  square  feet  of  the  4.4  million  square  feet  in  the  Mission  Bay  Plan  Area  (approximately  39 
percent)  was  complete. 

Approximately  82  percent  of  the  previously-approved  2.65  million-square-foot  UCSF  North 
Campus  has  been  developed,  including  six  research  buildings,  an  academic/office  building,  a 
campus  community  center,  and  a university  housing  development.  1 he  lirst  phase  of  the  UCSF 
Mission  Bay  Medical  Center  opened  in  early  2015.  In  addition,  in  November  20 1 4.  UCSF 
approved  the  Final  UCSF  2014  Long  Range  Development  Plan,  which  provides  for  additional 
planned  development  on  the  UCSF  campus  at  Mission  Bay  through  2035.  The  City's  new  Public 
Safety  Building  at  Third  and  Mission  Rock  Streets  also  became  operational  in  April  2015.  More 
than  15  acres  of  new  non-UCSF  parks  and  open  space  within  Mission  Bay  have  also  been 
completed. 

2.  Project  Site 

No  buildings  are  currently  located  on  the  site.  Portions  of  the  site  are  unutilized,  including  a 
depressed  area  (measuring  approximately  320  feet  by  280  feet)  created  by  an  excavation  and 
backfill  associated  with  a prior  env  ironmental  cleanup  on  the  site.  Other  portions  of  the  site  are 
currently  used  for  surface  parking.  Specifically,  paved  surface  metered  parking  facilities  are 
located  in  the  west  and  north  portions  of  the  site.  The  existing  surface  parking  facilities  are 
accessed  from  16th  Street  and  South  Street  and  include  a total  of  605  parking  spaces.  Chain  link 
fencing  is  installed  on  the  perimeter  of  the  project  site. 

3.  Surrounding  Uses 

The  UCSF  Mission  Bay  campus  is  located  west,  northwest,  southwest,  and  partially  south  of  the 
project  site.  Fronting  on  Third  Street  directly  west  of  the  project  site  is  an  eight-story  UCSF 
parking  structure  ("Third  Street  Garage  ).  and  the  UCSF  Global  Health  and  ( Finical  Sciences 
Building  ("Mission  Hall").  To  the  northwest  of  the  project  site  fronting  along  Third  Street  is 
UCSF  Hearst  Tower,  a 14-story  building  containing  student  housing:  and  to  the  north  of  that  is 
the  UCSF  Helen  Diller  Family  Cancer  Research  building.  To  the  southwest  of  the  project  site 
fronting  along  Third  Street  is  a complex  containing  the  UCSF  Energy  Center.  Betty  Irene  Moore 
Women's  Hospital.  Bakar  Cancer  Hospital,  and  Benioff  Children's  Hospital,  which  opened  in 
February  2015.  The  UCSF  Benioff  Children's  Hospital  helipad,  located  atop  the  roof  of  the 
UCSF  Ron  Conway  Gateway  Medical  Building  at  1825  4th  Street,  also  began  operating  in 
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February  20 1 5.  Directly  south  of  the  project  site  across  1 6th  Street,  between  Third  Street  and 
Illinois  Street,  is  a vacant  lot  recently  acquired  by  UCSF  (Blocks  33  and  34),  which  is  planned 
for  office  space  and  possible  outpatient  clinical  use  development  starting  in  2016. 

Directly  south  of  the  project  site  across  16th  Street,  between  Illinois  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois 
Boulevard,  is  a recently-constructed  six-story  office  building  (409  Illinois  Street)  housing 
FibroGen  Life  Science  and  other  biotech/high  tech  companies,  and  south  of  that  is  another 
recently-constructed  six-story  office  building  (499  Illinois  Street)  with  biotech  and  UCSF 
clinical  uses. 

Directly  north  of  the  project  site  across  and  fronting  on  South  Street  are  (from  west  to  east)  a 
vacant  lot  (recently  acquired  by  Uber  Technologies  and  Alexandria  Real  Estate  Equities)  and 
planned  for  development  of  office  space,  a six-story  parking  garage  (450  South  Street),  and  a 
six-story  office  building  housing  the  Old  Navy  corporate  headquarters. 

Immediately  east  of  the  project  site  and  west  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  are  City-owned 
parcels  containing  covered  stockpiled  materials.  The  planned  Bayfront  Park  is  located  on 
Mission  Bay  Plan  parcels  P21  through  P24,  located  northeast,  east,  and  partially  south  of  the 
project  site.  The  north  portion  of  the  park  (P21.  located  east  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard, 
between  Mission  Bay  Boulevard  South  and  just  south  of  Pierpoint  Lane)  is  complete,  and 
includes  a landscaped  parking  lot  and  boat  launch.  The  currently  undeveloped  central  portion  of 
the  Bayfront  Park  is  located  east  of  the  project  site  across  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  (on  P22, 
from  just  south  of  Pierpoint  Lane  to  just  south  of  16th  Street).  This  portion  of  the  park  presently 
includes  a paved  trail  (which  constitutes  a segment  of  the  Bay  Trail),  surface  parking  lot,  and 
unimproved  open  space.  Construction  of  the  south  portion  of  Bay  front  Park  (on  P23  and  P24). 
located  west  of  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  between  16th  Street  and  Mariposa  Street,  is 
currently  underway  in  2015  and  scheduled  for  completion  in  2016. 

C.  Project  Objectives 

Consistent  with  Section  103  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  as  presented  in 
the  Mission  Bay  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Mission  Bay  FSEIR”), 
certified  in  September  1998.  the  primary  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan  are: 

• Eliminating  blighting  influences  and  the  correction  of  environmental  deficiencies  in  the 
Project  Area,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  abnormally  high  vacancies,  abandoned 
buildings,  incompatible  land  uses,  depreciated  or  stagnant  property  values,  and 
inadequate  or  deteriorated  public  improvements,  facilities,  and  utilities. 

• Retaining  and  promoting,  w ithin  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  academic  and 
research  activities  associated  with  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco,  which 
seeks  to  provide  space  for  existing  and  new  programs  and  consolidate  academic  and 
support  units  from  many  dispersed  sites  at  a single  major  new  site  which  can 


6 


accommodate  the  2.650.000-gross  sq.  ft.  program  analyzed  in  the  IJCSF  1996  Long 
Range  Development  Plan  C'LRDP"). 

• Assembling  of  land  into  parcels  suitable  for  modern,  integrated  development  with 
improved  pedestrian  and  vehicular  circulation  in  the  Project  Area. 

• Replanning,  redesigning,  and  developing  of  undeveloped  and  underdeveloped  areas 
which  are  improperly  utilized. 

• Providing  flexibility  in  the  development  of  the  Project  Area  to  respond  readily  and 
appropriately  to  market  conditions. 

• Providing  opportunities  for  participation  by  owners  in  the  redevelopment  of  their 
properties. 

• Strengthening  the  community  's  supply  of  housing  by  lacilitating  economically  feasible, 
affordable  housing  through  the  installation  of  needed  site  improvements  and  expansion 
and  improvement  of  the  housing  supply  by  the  construction  of  approximately  6.090 
market-rate  units,  including  1.700  units  of  very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  housing. 

• Strengthening  the  economic  base  of  the  Project  Area  and  the  community  by  strengthening 
retail  and  other  commercial  functions  in  the  Project  Area  through  the  addition  ot 
approximately  1 .5  million  gross  sq.  ft.  of  retail  space,  a major  hotel,  and  about  5,557,000 
gross  sq.  ft.  of  mixed  office,  research  and  development,  and  light  manufacturing  uses. 

• Facilitating  emerging  commercial-industrial  sectors,  including  those  expected  to  emerge 
or  expand  due  to  their  proximity  to  the  LfCSF  new  site,  such  as  research  and 
development,  biotechnical  research,  telecommunications,  business  service,  multi-media 
services,  and  related  light  industrial  through  improvement  of  transportation  access  to 
commercial  and  industrial  areas,  improvement  of  safety  within  the  Project  Area,  and  the 
installation  of  needed  site  improvements  to  stimulate  new  commercial  and  industrial 
expansion,  employment,  and  economic  growth. 

• Facilitating  public  transit  opportunities  to  and  within  the  Project  Area  to  the  extent 
feasible. 

• Providing  land  in  an  amount  of  approximately  47  acres  for  a variety  of  open  spaces. 

• Achiev  ing  the  objectives  described  above  in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible. 


Consistent  with  the  overall  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan.  GSW's 
objectives  for  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  at  Blocks  29-32  are  to: 

• Construct  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San  Francisco  that  meets 
National  Basketball  Association  (NBA)  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  be  used 
year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events 
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ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3,000-18,500,  and  expands  opportunities  for  the 
City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

• Provide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail 
uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year- 
round.  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use.  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding 
neighborhood,  and  allows  fora  financially  feasible  project. 

• Develop  a project  that  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability 
standards. 

• Optimize  public  transit,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  to  the  site  by  locating  the  project 
within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional  transit  hubs,  and  adjacent  to  routes  that 
provide  safe  and  convenient  access  for  pedestrians  and  bicycles. 

• Provide  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  project  sponsor's 
reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

• Provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to  attract 
those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  lack  of  a w'orld  class  3,000- 
4.000  seat  facility. 

• Develop  a project  that  promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900), 1 as  amended. 

I).  Environmental  Review 

1.  Preparation  of  the  FSEIR 

As  noted  above,  the  EIR  prepared  for  the  Project  is  a Subsequent  FIR  ("SE1R"),  tiered  from  the 
certified  Mission  Bay  Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Mission  Bay  FSEIR"), 
which  provided  programmatic  environmental  review  of  the  overall  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment 
Plan  (consisting  of  the  Mission  Bay  North  Redevelopment  Plan  and  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan).  The  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  evaluated  the  potential  environmental  effects  of 
the  overall  development  of  the  approximately  300-acre  Mission  Bay  Plan  Area. 


1 AB  900,  effective  January  I.  2012.  provides  streamlining  benefits  under  CEQA  for  privately- 
financed  projects  located  on  an  infill  site  that  has  been  determined  to  generate  thousands  of  jobs 
and  include  state-of-the-art  pollution  reductions. 
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The  Project  at  Blocks  29-32  is  a subsequent  activity  allowed  under,  and  consistent  with,  the 
Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan.  Consistent  with  the  major  redevelopment  objectives  in 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan,  the  Project  would  further  diversify  the  economic 
base  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  and  add  retail  and  entertainment 
amenities  to  the  area.  The  Project  would  also  prov  ide  Mission  Bay  employees  and  residents  w ith 
additional  opportunities  to  engage  in  recreational  activities  near  their  homes  and  jobs.  1 he 
Project  also  promotes  the  Plan  Bay  Area's  objective  to  create  ‘‘neighborhoods  where  transit, 
jobs,  schools,  services  and  recreation  are  conveniently  located  near  people's  homes.  (See 
Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments  ("ABAC”)  / Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission 
(“MTC")  Plan  Bay  Area,  p.  42.) 

On  November  19.  2014.  OCI1.  as  lead  agency  responsible  for  administering  the  environmental 
review  for  private  projects  in  the  Mission  Bay  North  and  South  Redevelopment  Plan  Area  ol  San 
Francisco,  issued  a Notice  of  Preparation  (“NOP")  to  notify  and  inform  agencies  and  interested 
parties  about  the  Project  and  to  initiate  the  CEQA  env  ironmental  review  process  for  the  Project. 
The  NOP  included  an  Initial  Study,  which  described  and  analyzed  environmental  resource  areas 
that  would  not  be  significantly  affected  by  the  Project  and  included  mitigation  measures  to 
reduce  certain  impacts  to  less  than  significant  levels.  The  Initial  Study  determined  that  the 
following  topics  were  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Mission  Bay  I SEIR  such  that  the  Project 
would  have  no  new  significant  impacts  or  no  substantially  more  severe  impacts  previously  found 
significant  on  these  resources:  Land  Use;  Population  and  Housing;  Cultural  and  Paleontological 
Resources;  Recreation;  Air  Quality  (odors);  Utilities  and  Services  Systems  (water  supply  and 
solid  waste);  Public  Services  (schools,  parks,  and  other  serv  ices);  Biological  Resources;  Geology 
and  Soils;  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  (groundwater,  drainage,  flooding,  and  inundation); 
Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials;  Mineral  and  Energy  Resources;  and  Agricultural  and  Forest 
Resources.  As  discussed  further  in  the  Initial  Study  and  the  RTC  in  the  FSE1R.  the  Project  as 
mitigated  in  the  Initial  Study  will  result  in  a less  than  significant  impacts  with  respect  to  each  of 
the  above-listed  topics. 

During  a 30-day  public  scoping  period  that  ended  on  December  19.  2014.  OCII  accepted 
comments  from  agencies  and  interested  parties  identifying  environmental  issues  that  should  be 
addressed  in  the  SEIR.  In  addition,  a public  scoping  meeting  was  held  on  December  9.  2014.  to 
receive  oral  comments  on  the  scope  of  the  SEIR.  OC11  has  considered  the  comments  made  by  the 
public  and  agencies  in  preparing  the  SEIR  on  the  Project. 

The  GSW  DSE1R  for  the  Project  was  published  on  June  5.  2015.  and  circulated  to  local,  state, 
and  federal  agencies  and  to  interested  organizations  and  individuals  for  rev  iew  from  June  5, 

2015.  through  July  27.  2015,  for  a total  public  comment  period  of  52  days.  Paper  copies  of  the 
GSW  DSEIR  were  made  available  for  public  review  at  the  following  locations:  (1 ) OCII,  at  I 
South  Van  Ness  Avenue  5th  Floor.  San  Francisco,  California;  (2)  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department.  1660  Mission  Street.  1st  Floor.  Planning  Information  Counter,  San  Francisco. 
California;  (3)  San  Francisco  Main  Library.  100  Larkin  Street,  San  Francisco.  California;  and 
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(4)  San  Francisco  Library,  Mission  Bay  Branch,  960  4th  Street,  San  Francisco,  California.2  On 
June  5,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  also  distributed  notices  of  availability  of  the  GSW 
DSEIR.  published  notification  of  its  availability  in  a newspaper  of  general  circulation  in  San 
Francisco,  and  posted  notices  at  the  project  site. 

During  the  public  review  period,  OCII  conducted  a public  hearing  to  receive  oral  comments  on 
the  GSW  DSEIR.  The  public  hearing  was  held  before  the  OCU  Commission  on  June  30.  2015.  at 
San  Francisco  City  Hall.  A court  reporter  present  at  the  public  hearing  transcribed  the  oral 
comments  verbatim  and  prepared  a written  transcript.  During  the  GSW  DSEIR  public  review 
period,  OCII  received  comments  from  approximately  nine  public  agencies,  I I non-governmental 
organizations,  and  155  individuals.  See  Chapter  1 1 of  the  FSEIR  for  a complete  list  of  persons 
commenting  on  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

The  GSW  DSEIR  addressed  environmental  resource  areas  upon  which  the  Project  could  result  in 
potentially  significant,  physical  environmental  impacts  as  well  as  identified  and  analyzed 
alternatives  to  the  Project.  Specifically,  the  GSW  DSEIR  analyzed  impacts  to  the  following 
resources:  Transportation  and  Circulation;  Noise  and  Vibration;  Air  Quality;  Greenhouse  Gas 
Emissions;  Wind  and  Shadow;  Utilities  and  Service  Systems  (wastewater  and  stormwater); 

Public  Services  (police  and  lire  services);  and  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  (wastewater, 
stormwater,  and  Hood  hazards). 

On  October  23,  2015,  OCII  published  the  FSEIR,  consisting  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  comments 
received  during  the  review  period,  any  additional  information  that  became  available  after  the 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  and  the  RTC  in  fulfillment  of  requirements  of  CEQA  and 
consistent  with  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15132. 

2.  CEQA  Streamlining 

In  addition  to  tiering  from  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  focusing  the  environmental  analysis  on 
potentially  significant  impacts  of  the  Project  as  identified  in  the  Initial  Study  (see.  e.g.,  GSW 
DSEIR.  pp.  2-2  to  2-8;  RTC,  pp.  13.3-22  to  13.3-31 ).  the  GSW  SE1R  utilizes  CEQA 
streamlining  provisions  set  forth  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21099. 

Public  Resources  Code  Section  21099(d).  effective  January  I.  2014.  provides  that,  •‘aesthetics 
and  parking  impacts  of  a f I ] residential,  mixed-  use  residential,  or  employment  center  project  on 
an  [2]  infill  site  [3]  located  within  a transit  priority  area  shall  not  be  considered  significant 
impacts  on  the  environment."  The  Project  meets  all  three  of  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Public 


‘ Electronic  copies  of  the  GSW  SEIR  and  the  administrative  record  could  be  accessed  through 
the  internet  on  the  OCII  website.  Mission  Bay  webpage  starting  on  June  5,  201 5 at  the  following 
address:  http.7/www.sfocii.org/index.aspx?page=61 , and  on  the  Planning  Department  website. 
Environmental  Impacts  and  Negative  Declarations  webpage  at  the  following  address: 
http://www. sf-planning.org/index. aspx?page=  1 828. 
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Resources  Code  Section  21099(d).  The  Project  qualifies  as  an  employment  center  project 
because  the  project  site  is  designated  Commercial  Industrial  / Retail  within  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  the  Project  includes  a floor  area  ratio  that  exceeds  0.75.  (Pub. 
Resources  Code.  § 21099.  subd.  (a)(1).)  The  project  site  constitutes  an  infill  site  because,  among 
other  reasons,  the  site  is  located  in  an  urban  area  within  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  was 
previously  developed  with  industrial  and  commercial  uses.  (Pub.  Resources  Code.  § 21099, 
subd.  (a)(2).)  Finally,  the  Project  is  located  within  a transit  priority  area  because,  among  other 
reasons,  the  project  site  is  located  within  one-halt  mile  of  several  transit  routes,  including  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA)  Muni  Metro  stops  connecting  two  or 
more  major  bus  routes  with  a frequency  of  serv  ice  interval  ot  15  minutes  or  less  during  the 
morning  and  afternoon  peak  commute  periods.  (Pub.  Resources  Code.  §§  2 1 064.3,  2 1 099,  subd. 
(a)(7).)  Thus.  CEQA  does  not  require  the  GSW  SF.1R  to  consider  either  aesthetics  or  the 
adequacy  of  parking  in  determining  the  significance  of  Project  impacts. 

Public  Resources  Code  Section  2 1099(d)  states  that  a Lead  Agency  maintains  the  authority  to 
consider  aesthetic  impacts  pursuant  to  local  design  review  ordinances  or  other  discretionary 
powers.  Consistent  with  OCll's  normal  procedures,  the  design  review  process  considers  relevant 
design  and  aesthetic  issues.  Furthermore,  for  informational  purposes.  Chapter  3 of  the  GSW 
DSE1R,  Project  Description,  includes  graphic  depictions  of  the  Project  and  Chapter  5.  Section 
5.2.  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Transportation  and  Circulation,  presents  a parking  demand  analysis  and 
considers  any  secondary  physical  impacts  associated  with  constrained  supply  (e.g.,  queuing  bv 
drivers  waiting  for  scarce  onsite  parking  spaces  that  affects  the  public  right-of-way)  as  applicable 
in  the  transportation  analysis. 

3.  Recirculation 

Under  section  15088.5  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  recirculation  of  an  E1R  is  required  w hen 
“significant  new  information"  is  added  to  the  EIR  after  public  notice  is  given  of  the  availability 
of  the  Draft  EIR  for  public  review  but  prior  to  certification  of  the  Final  EIR.  The  term 
"information"  can  include  changes  in  the  project  or  environmental  setting,  as  well  as  additional 
data  or  other  information.  New  information  added  to  an  EIR  is  not  "significant  unless  the  EIR 
is  changed  in  a way  that  depriv  es  the  public  of  a meaningful  opportunity  to  comment  upon  a 
substantial  adverse  environmental  effect  of  the  project  or  a feasible  way  to  mitigate  or  avoid  such 
an  effect  (including  a feasible  project  alternative)  that  the  project’s  proponents  have  declined  to 
implement.  "Significant  new  information"  requiring  recirculation  includes,  for  example,  a 
disclosure  showing  that: 

( 1 ) A new  significant  env  ironmental  impact  would  result  from  the  project  or  from  a new 
mitigation  measure  proposed  to  be  implemented. 

(2)  A substantial  increase  in  the  severity  ot  an  environmental  impact  would  lesult  unless 
mitigation  measures  are  adopted  that  reduce  the  impact  to  a level  of  insignificance. 


(3)  A feasible  project  alternative  or  mitigation  measure  considerably  different  from  others 
previously  analyzed  would  clearly  lessen  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the 
project,  but  the  project's  proponents  decline  to  adopt  it. 

(4)  The  DEIR  was  so  fundamentally  and  basically  inadequate  and  conclusory  in  nature  that 
meaningful  public  review  and  comment  were  precluded. 

(CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15088.5.  subd.  (a).) 

Recirculation  is  not  required  where  the  new  information  added  to  the  EIR  merely  clarifies  or 
amplifies  or  makes  insignificant  modifications  in  an  adequate  EIR.  The  above  standard  is  "not 
intended]  to  promote  endless  rounds  of  revision  and  recirculation  of  EIRs  ” (Laurel  Heights 
Improvement  Assn.  v.  Regents  of  the  Univ.  of  Cal.  (1993)  6 Cal. 4th  1112,  1132  (Laurel 
Heights). ) "Recirculation  was  intended  to  be  an  exception,  rather  than  the  general  rule.”  (Ibid.) 

OCII  recognizes  that  minor  changes  have  been  made  to  the  Project  and  additional  evidence  has 
been  developed  after  publication  of  the  GSW  DSE1R.  Specifically,  as  discussed  in  the  RTC,  after 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  Project  Sponsor  proposed  Project  refinements  that  are 
described  in  Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR.  The  Project  refinements  constitute  minor  Project  changes 
(generator  relocation,  project  design  to  reduce  wind  hazards,  transportation  improvements, 
revised  construction  tower  crane  plan,  modification  of  certain  construction  techniques,  and 
modification  of  sources  of  electricity  during  construction).  As  described  in  the  FSEIR.  these 
refinements  would  result  in  either  no  changes  to  the  impact  conclusions  or  a reduction  in  the 
severity  of  the  impact  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

Chapter  12  of  the  FSEIR  also  includes  an  additional  Project  variant.  Like  the  Project 
lefinements,  the  variant  constitutes  a minor  change  to  the  Project.  The  variant  would  generally 
have  the  same  impacts  as  those  identified  for  the  Project  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  all  impact 
significance  determinations  would  be  the  same. 

finally,  the  FSEIR  includes  supplemental  data  and  information  that  was  developed  after 
publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  to  further  support  the  information  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 
None  of  this  supplemental  information  affects  the  conclusions  or  results  in  substantive  changes 
to  the  information  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  or  to  the  significance  of  impacts  as  disclosed  in 
the  GSW  DSEIR.  I he  OC  II  Commission  finds  that  none  of  the  changes  and  revisions  in  the 
FSEIR  substantially  affects  the  analysis  or  conclusions  presented  in  the  GSW  DSEIR:  therefore, 
recirculation  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  for  additional  public  comments  is  not  required. 
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CEQA  case  law  emphasizes  that  "”[t]he  CEQA  reporting  process  is  not  designed  to  freeze  the 
ultimate  proposal  in  the  precise  mold  of  the  initial  project;  indeed,  new  and  unforeseen  insights 
may  emerge  during  investigation,  evoking  revision  of  the  original  proposal."'  (Kings  County 
Farm  Bureau  v.  City  of  Hanford  (1990)  22 1 Cal.App.3d  692,  736-737:  see  also  River  Valley 
Preservation  Project  v.  Metropolitan  Transit  Development  Bd.  ( 1995)  37  Cal.App.4th  154.  168. 
fn.  1 I .)  '"CEQA  compels  an  interactive  process  of  assessment  of  environmental  impacts  and 
responsive  project  modification  which  must  be  genuine,  it  must  be  open  to  the  public,  premised 
upon  a full  and  meaningful  disclosure  of  the  scope,  purposes,  and  effect  of  a consistently 
described  project,  with  flexibility  to  respond  to  unforeseen  insights  that  emerge  from  the 
process.'  (Citation.]  In  short,  a project  must  be  open  for  public  discussion  and  subject  to  agency 
modification  during  the  CEQA  process."  ( Concerned  Citizens  of  Costa  Mesa.  Inc.  v.  33rd  Dist. 
Agricultural  Assn.  (1986)  42  Cal. 3d  929.  936.)  Similarly,  additional  studies  included  in  a Final 
EIR  that  result  in  minor  modifications  or  additions  to  analysis  concerning  significant  impacts 
disclosed  in  a Draft  EIR  does  not  constitute  "significant  new  information"  requiring  recirculation 
of  an  EIR.  (See  Mount  Shasta  Bioregional  Ecology > Center  v.  County  of  Siskiyou  (20 1 2)  2 1 0 
Cal.App.4th  184.  221  [incorporation  of  technical  studies  in  a Final  EIR  disclosing  additional 
locations  affected  by  a significant  noise  impact  identified  in  the  Draft  EIR  did  not  require 
recirculation].)  Here,  the  changes  made  to  the  Project  and  the  additional  evidence  relied  on  in  the 
FSE1R  are  exactly  the  kind  of  information  and  revisions  that  the  case  law  recognizes  as 
legitimate  and  proper  and  does  not  trigger  the  need  to  recirculate  the  GSW  DSE1R.  In  fact,  OCII 
requested  many  of  the  Project  refinements  and  the  performance  of  additional  analysis  based  on 
comments  received  from  the  Mission  Bay  Citizens  Advisory  Committee,  the  UCSF  Chancellor's 
Office,  neighborhood  organizations  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Event  Center,  and  other  community 
stakeholders. 

E.  AB  900 

The  Project  Sponsor  applied  to  the  Governor  of  California  for  certification  of  the  Project  as  a 
leadership  project  under  AB  900,  and  the  application  was  subject  to  public  review  from  March  2. 
2015.  through  April  I.  2015.  On  March  21. 2015.  the  California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB) 
issued  Executive  Order  G- 1 5-022,  determining  that  the  Project  would  not  result  in  any  net 
additional  greenhouse  gases  (GHGs)  for  purposes  of  certification  under  AB  900.  On  April  30. 
2015.  Governor  Edmund  G.  Brown  Jr.  certified  the  Project  as  an  eligible  project  under  AB  900. 
and  the  Governor's  Office  of  Planning  and  Research  (OPR)  forwarded  the  Governor's 
determination  to  the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee.  OPR  prepared  an  independent 
evaluation  of  the  transportation  efficiency  analysis.  On  May  22.  2015,  the  State  Legislative 
Analyst's  Office  indicated  that  the  Project  aligns  with  the  intent  of  AB  900.  and  recommended  to 
the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee  that  it  concur  with  the  Governor's  determination.  On 
May  27.  2015.  the  Joint  Legislative  Budget  Committee  concurred  with  the  Governor's 
determination  that  the  Project  is  an  eligible  project  under  AB  900. 
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The  process  of  certifying  a project  as  an  environmental  leadership  project  pursuant  to  AB  900, 
including  quantification  of  GHG  emissions,  is  a separate  process  from  the  preparation  of  an  E1R 
under  CEQA,  with  separate  and  distinct  review  and  approval  requirements.  The  Governor’s 
findings  and  certification  of  the  Project  as  an  environmental  leadership  development  project  are 
final  and  are  not  subject  to  judicial  review.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21 1 84,  subd.  (b)(  1 ).) 
Because  the  Project  is  an  environmental  leadership  development  project,  OC1I  has  complied  with 
procedures  set  forth  in  Public  Resources  sections  21186  and  2 1 1 87  as  part  of  the  administrative 
review  process  for  the  Project.  In  the  event  of  litigation  challenging  approval  of  the  Project  by 
the  OCI1  Commission  (or  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  after  an  administrative  appeal),  the 
env  ironmental  leadership  development  project  is  subject  to  Rules  of  Court  specifically  designed 
to  ensure  the  actions  or  proceedings  challenging  the  adequacy  of  an  EIR  adopted  for  an 
environmental  leadership  development  project  or  the  granting  of  project  approvals  for  such  a 
project,  including  any  potential  appeals  therefrom,  are  resolved,  within  270  days  of  certification 
of  the  record  of  proceedings.  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21 185.)  The  same  is  true  of  any  state  court 
litigation  over  any  other  project  approvals  needed  by  other  state,  regional,  or  local  agencies  for 
the  Project.  (Id.) 

F.  Consistency  with  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 

The  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  designates  land  uses  for  specific  parcels  within  the 
Plan  Area.  Proposed  land  uses  to  be  permitted  for  Blocks  29-32  are  designated  as  Commercial 
Industrial/Retail,  and  the  plan  provides  for  either  principal  or  secondary  uses  at  this  site.  Primary 
uses  are  permitted  in  accordance  with  the  Plan's  provisions,  and  secondary  uses  are  permitted, 
provided  that  such  use  generally  conforms  with  redevelopment  objectives  and  planning  and 
design  controls  established  pursuant  to  this  Plan.  As  the  GSW  DSEIR  explains  on  page  4-2, 

“|o]n  September  1 7,  1 998,  by  Resolution  No.  14702,  the  Planning  Commission  determined  that 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  provides  for  a type,  intensity,  and  location  of 
development  that  is  consistent  with  the  overall  goals,  objectives,  and  policies  of  the  General 
Plan.  Therefore,  the  project's  consistency  with  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  ... 
would  ensure  that  the  project  would  not  obviously  or  substantially  conflict  with  General  Plan 
goals,  policies,  or  objectives." 

A project  is  consistent  with  a general  plan  "if.  considering  all  its  aspects,  it  will  further  the 
objectives  and  policies  of  the  general  plan  and  not  obstruct  their  attainment."  (Corona-Norco 
Unified  School  Disl.  v.  City  of  Corona  ( 1 993)  17  Cal.App.4th  985.  994.)  A 100%  match  with 
each  policy  is  not  required.  (Clover  Valley  Foundation  v.  City  of  Rocklin  (201  1)  197  Cal.App.4th 
200.  238.)  Rather,  a lead  agency  must  consider  whether  a project  is  “compatible  with  ‘the 
objectives,  policies,  general  land  uses  and  programs  specified  in  the  general  plan."  (Ibid.)  A 
project  will  only  be  considered  inconsistent  if  it  “conflicts  with  a general  plan  policy  that  is 
fundamental,  mandatory,  and  clear."  (Endangered  Habitats  League.  Inc.  v.  County  of  Orange 
(2005)  131  Cal.App.4th  777,  782.) 
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The  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  identifies  the  following  principal  uses  under  the 
Commercial  Industrial/Retail  land  use  designation  applicable  to  Blocks  29-32:  manufacturing; 
institutions;  retails  sales  and  services;  arts  activities;  ail  spaces;  office  use;  home  and  business 
services;  animal  care;  wholesaling:  automotive;  and  other  uses  (e.g..  greenhouse,  nursery,  open 
recreation  and  activity  areas,  parking  and  certain  telecommunications-related  facilities).  The 
following  secondary  uses  are  also  identified:  institutions,  assembly  and  entertainment,  and  other 
uses  (including  public  structures  or  uses  of  a nonindustrial  character). 

Additionally,  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  describes  general  controls  and 
limitations  for  development,  and  sets  limits  on  leasable  square  footages  of  various  uses  within 
defined  zones  within  the  Plan  Area,  including  the  project  site.  The  Plan  sets  a maximum  floor 
area  ratio  of  2.9  to  I for  the  commercial  industrial/  retail  uses  at  the  project  site,  and  the 
maximum  building  height  w ithin  the  entire  Plan  Area  is  1 60  feet.  The  plan  further  indicates  that 
within  the  limits,  restrictions,  and  controls  established  in  the  plan,  OCil  is  authorized  to  establish 
height  limits  of  buildings,  land  coverage,  density,  setback  requirements,  design  and  sign  criteria, 
traffic  circulation  and  access  standards  and  other  development  and  design  controls  in  the  Design 
for  Development. 

The  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  Project  does  not  conflict  with  any  land  use  plans  or  policies 
that  provide  guidance  for  development  proposed  within  the  region,  including  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan,  the  San  Francisco  General  Plan.  San  Francisco  Planning  Code.  Plan 
Bay  Area,  the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan,  San  Francisco  Bay  Plan,  and  the  San  Francisco  Basin  Plan. 

G.  Approval  Actions 

The  OCII  Commission,  as  the  lead  agency  under  CEQA  for  the  Project,  is  responsible  for 
certifying  the  FSEIR.  Thereafter,  local  agencies  and  possibly  one  state  agency  will  rely  on  the 
FSEIR  for  the  approval  actions  listed  below  and  in  doing  so  w ill  adopt  CEQA  findings,  including 
a statement  of  overriding  considerations  and  a mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program. 

With  the  exception  of  OCII  and  the  OCII  Commission,  which  together  make  up  the  Lead 
Agency  , all  other  agencies  approving  the  Project,  including  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  its  departments  and  commissions,  will  be  acting  as  Responsible  Agencies.  ’ 

The  following  approvals  or  permits  are  required  for  the  Project  to  be  implemented: 

' By  Resolution  33-2015,  to  increase  public  participation  in  the  CEQA  process,  the  OCII 
Commission  voluntarily  requested  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  consider  any  appeal  filed  of  the 
OCR's  certification  of  the  GSW  FSEIR.  If  such  an  appeal  were  filed,  the  Board  would  affirm  or 
reverse  that  certification.  If  rev  ersed,  the  Board  would  adopt  findings  and  remand  the  FSEIR  to 
the  OCII  for  further  action  consistent  with  its  findings.  I Iowever.  consistent  with  Ordinance  No. 
215-12.  by  which  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  acting  as  the  Successor  Agency  to  the  former  San 
Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency,  delegated  final  land  use  decisionmaking  authority  over  the 
project  area  to  the  OCII  Commission,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  has  no  decision-making  authority 
over  the  project  except  in  its  capacity  as  a responsible  agency  under  CEQA. 
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• Approval  by  the  OCII  Executive  Director  of  secondary  use  findings  of  consistency  for 
the  proposed  event  center 

• Approval  by  the  OCII  Commission  of  a new  Major  Phase  for  Blocks  29-32,  and  related 
conditions  of  approval 

• Approval  by  the  OCII  Commission  of  Combined  Basic  Concept  and  Schematic  Designs 
(Schematic  Designs)  for  the  Project 

• Approval  by  the  OCII  Commission  (and  any  other  City  Departments  as  required  under 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Plan,  OPA.  Interagency  Corporation  Agreement,  and  associated 
documents)  of:  amendments  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Design  for  Development,  and 
modifications  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Signage  Master  Plan  and  Mission  Bay  South 
Streetscape  Plan,  and  conditions  of  approval. 

• Approval  by  Mayor,  Department  of  Public  Works  Executive  Director,  and  OCII 
Executive  Director  of  any  non-material  changes  to  Mission  Bay  South  Infrastructure  Plan 

• Entertainment  Commission  approval  of  applicable  entertainment  permits,  including,  but 
not  limited  to,  a Place  of  Entertainment  permit 

• Planning  Commission  approval  of  office  building  Schematic  Designs  related  to 
Proposition  M allocation 

• Port  of  San  Francisco  staff  approval  of  changes  to  waterfront  infrastructure,  including 
roadway  striping 

• San  Francisco  MTA/Department  of  Public  Works  approval  for  reconfiguration  of 
adjacent  streets 

• San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works  and  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of 
subdivision  maps,  including  street  vacations,  acceptance  of  public  improvements  and 
right-of-way  dedications,  and  encroachment  permits  to  the  extent  required 

• Termination  or  relocation  of  existing  City-reserved  easements  by  applicable  City 
departments,  including  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  to  the  extent 
required 

• San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection  approval  of  a building/site  permit,  and 
related  approvals  from  other  City  departments  including  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  for  utility  connections 

• Approval  from  the  University  of  California  (UCSF)  to  terminate  and/or  modify  a view 
easement  extending  100  feet  within  the  project  site  along  the  Campus  Way  axis  or 
consent  to  implementation  of  the  Project  if  it  encroaches  into  the  view  easement  area  (not 
required  under  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Project  Variant) 
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H.  Contents  and  Location  of  Record 

The  record  upon  which  all  findings  and  determinations  related  to  the  Project  consists  of  those 
items  listed  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21 167.6,  subdivision  (e),  including  but  not  limited 
to  the  following  documents,  w hich  are  incorporated  by  reference  and  made  part  of  the  record 
supporting  these  findings: 

• The  NOP  and  all  other  public  notices  issued  by  OCII  in  conjunction  with  the  Project. 

• The  GSW  DSE1R  and  all  documents  referenced  in  or  relied  upon  by  the  FSEIR.  (The 
references  in  these  findings  to  the  FSEIR  include  the  GSW  DSEIR.  the  RTC,  and  the 
Initial  Study.) 

• The  MMRP  for  the  Project. 

• All  findings  and  resolutions  adopted  by  OCII  in  connection  with  the  Project,  and  all 
documents  cited  or  referred  to  therein. 

• All  information  including  written  evidence  and  testimony  provided  by  City  and  OCII 
staff  to  the  OCII  Commission  relating  to  the  SEIR,  the  Project,  and  the  alternatives  set 
forth  in  the  GSW''  SEIR  or  these  CEQA  findings. 

• All  information  provided  by  the  public,  including  the  proceedings  of  the  public  hearings 
on  the  adequacy  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  the  transcripts  of  the  hearings,  including  the 
OCII  Commission  hearing  on  June  30.  2015.  and  written  correspondence  received  by 
OCII  staff  during  the  public  comment  period  of  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

• All  information  and  documents  included  on  the  website  prepared  for  the  Project  pursuant 
AB  900.  which  are  available  at  the  following  link:  http:  w wvv.gsweventcenter.com/ 

The  OCII  Commission  has  relied  on  all  of  the  documents  listed  above  in  reaching  its  decision  on 
the  Project,  even  if  not  every  document  was  formally  presented  to  the  Commission.  Without 
exception,  any  documents  set  forth  above  not  found  in  the  Project  files  fall  into  one  of  two 
categories.  In  the  first  category,  many  of  the  documents  reflect  prior  planning  or  legislative 
decisions  of  which  the  OCII  Commission  was  familiar  with  when  approving  the  Project.  (See 
Citv  of  Santa  Cruz  v.  Local  Agency  Formation  Com.  (1978)  76  Cal.App.3d  381. 391-392: 
Dominev  v.  Dept,  of  Personnel  Admin.  ( 1 988)  205  Cal.App.3d  729.  738.  tn.  6.)  In  the  second 
category,  documents  that  influenced  the  expert  advice  provided  to  OCII  staff  or  consultants,  who 
then  provided  advice  to  the  OCII  Commission  as  final  decisionmakers,  form  part  of  the 
underlying  factual  basis  for  the  OCII  Commission's  decisions  relating  to  approval  of  the  Project 
and  properly  constitute  part  of  the  administrative  record.  (See  Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21 167.6. 
subd.  (e)(  10);  Browning-Ferris  Industries  v.  City  Council  of  City  of  San  .lose  ( 1986)  181 
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Cal.App.3d  852,  866;  Stanislaus  Audubon  Society,  Inc,  v.  County  of  Stanislaus  (1995)  33 
Cal.App.4th  144.  153,  155.) 

The  public  hearing  transcript,  a copy  of  all  letters  regarding  the  GSW  DSE1R  received  during  the 
public  review  period,  the  administrative  record,  and  background  documentation  for  the  FSEIR, 
as  well  as  additional  materials  concerning  approval  of  the  Project  and  adoption  of  these  findings 
are  contained  in  the  Project  tiles.  Project  files  are  available  by  contacting  Claudia  Guerra,  OClf 
Commission  Secretary,  the  Custodian  of  Records  for  OCI1.  at  the  Office  of  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure.  I South  Van  Ness  Avenue.  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  C’A  94103. 
All  files  have  been  available  to  the  OCII  Commission  and  the  public  for  review  in  considering 
these  findings  and  whether  to  approve  the  Project. 

I.  Findings  About  Significant  Environmental  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measures 

The  following  Sections  -11.111  and  IV  - set  forth  the  OCII  Commission's  findings  about  the 
FSEIR's  determinations  regarding  significant  environmental  impacts  and  the  mitigation 
measures  proposed  to  address  them.  These  findings  provide  the  written  analysis  and  conclusions 
of  the  OCII  Commission  regarding  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project  and  the  mitigation 
measures  included  as  part  of  the  FSEIR  and  adopted  by  the  OCII  Commission  as  part  of  the 
Project.  To  avoid  duplication  and  redundancy,  and  because  the  OCII  Commission  agrees  with, 
and  hereby  adopts,  the  conclusions  in  the  FSEIR.  these  findings  w ill  not  repeat  the  analysis  and 
conclusions  in  the  FSEIR,  but  instead  incorporates  them  by  reference  in  these  findings  and  relies 
upon  them  as  substantial  evidence  supporting  these  findings. 

In  making  these  findings,  the  OCII  Commission  has  considered  the  opinions  of  staff  and  experts, 
other  agencies,  and  members  of  the  public.  The  OCU  Commission  finds  that  the  determination  of 
significance  thresholds  is  generally  a decision  requiring judgment  within  the  discretion  of  OCII; 
the  significance  thresholds  used  in  the  FSEIR  are  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the 
record,  including  the  expert  opinion  of  the  FSEIR  preparers  and  OCII  staff;  and  the  significance 
thresholds  used  in  the  FSEIR  provide  reasonable  and  appropriate  means  of  assessing  the 
significance  of  the  adverse  environmental  effects  of  the  Project.  Thus,  although  as  a legal  matter, 
the  OCII  Commission  is  not  bound  by  the  significance  determinations  in  the  FSEIR  (see  Pub. 
Resources  Code.  § 2 1082.2,  subd.  (e)).  the  OCII  Commission  finds  them  persuasive  and  hereby 
adopts  them  as  its  own. 

These  findings  do  not  attempt  to  describe  the  full  analysis  of  each  environmental  impact 
contained  in  the  FSEIR.  Instead,  a full  explanation  of  these  env  ironmental  findings  and 
conclusions  can  be  found  in  the  FSEIR.  and  these  findings  hereby  incorporate  by  reference  the 
discussion  and  analysis  in  the  FSEIR  supporting  the  FSEIR's  determination  regarding  the 
Project's  impacts  and  mitigation  measures  designed  to  address  those  impacts.  In  making  these 
findings,  the  OCII  Commission  ratifies,  adopts  and  incorporates  in  these  findings,  the 
determinations  and  conclusions  of  the  FSEIR  relating  to  environmental  impacts  and  mitigation 
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measures,  except  to  the  extent  any  such  determinations  and  conclusions  are  specifically  and 
expressly  modified  by  these  findings. 

As  set  forth  below,  the  OCII  Commission  adopts  and  incorporates  all  of  the  mitigation  measures 
within  its  authority  and  jurisdiction  as  lead  agency,  as  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR  and  presented  in  the 
attached  MMRP  (Exhibit  B).  in  order  to  substantially  lessen  or  avoid  the  potentially  significant 
and  significant  impacts  of  the  Project.  The  MMRP  will  remain  available  for  public  review  during 
the  compliance  period.  In  adopting  mitigation  measures  from  the  FSEIR.  the  OC'll  Commission 
intends  to  adopt  each  of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Project  for 
adoption  by  OCII.  The  OCII  Commission  also  intends  that  the  MMRP  should  include  each  and 
every  mitigation  measure  included  in  the  FSEIR.  including  those  assigned  to  responsible 
agencies.  Accordingly,  in  the  event  a mitigation  measure  recommended  in  the  FSEIR  has 
inadvertently  been  omitted  in  these  findings  or  the  MMRP.  any  such  mitigation  measure  is 
hereby  adopted  and/or  incorporated  in  the  findings  below  by  reference.  In  addition,  in  the  event 
the  language  describing  a mitigation  measure  set  forth  in  these  findings  or  the  MMRP  fails  to 
accurately  reflect  the  mitigation  measures  in  the  FSEIR  due  to  a clerical  error,  the  language  of 
the  policies  and  implementation  measures  as  set  forth  in  the  FSEIR  shall  control.  The  impact 
numbers  and  mitigation  measure  numbers  used  in  these  findings  reflect  the  impact  and 
mitigation  measure  numbers  used  in  the  FSEIR. 

In  the  section  II,  111  and  IV  below,  the  same  statutory  findings  are  made  for  a category  of 
environmental  impacts  and  mitigation  measures.  Rather  than  repeat  the  identical  finding  dozens 
of  times  to  address  each  and  every  significant  effect  and  mitigation  measure,  the  initial  finding 
obviates  the  need  for  such  repetition  because  in  no  instance  is  the  OCII  Commission  rejecting  the 
conclusions  of  the  FSEIR  or  the  mitigation  measures  recommended  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Project. 

II.  IMPACTS  FOUND  TO  BE  LESS  THAN  SIGNIFICANT  AND  THUS  REQUIRING 
NO  MITIGATION 

Lhider  CEQA,  no  mitigation  measures  are  required  for  impacts  that  are  less  than  significant. 

(Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21002:  CEQA  Guidelines.  §§  15126.4.  subd.  (a)(3),  15091.)  Based  on 
substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this  proceeding,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that 
implementation  of  the  Project  will  not  result  in  any  significant  impacts  in  the  following  areas  and 
that  these  impact  areas,  therefore,  do  not  require  mitigation.  In  some  instances,  the  Project  would 
have  no  impact  in  a particular  area:  these  instances  are  denoted  below  by  "NI"  for  no  impact. 

A.  Land  Use  and  Land  Use  Planning 

1.  Impact  LlJ-1.  Impacts  on  an  established  community  from  physical  division  of  the 
area.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-1S  p.  29:  R FC.  Response  LU-1;  Response  PP-I; 
Response  PD-1 .) 
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2.  Impact  LU-2.  Consistency  with  plans,  policies  and  regulations.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  30;  RTC,  Response  LU-1;  Response  LU-2;  Response  PP- 1 ; 
Response  PD- 1 .) 

3.  Impact  LU-3.  Effects  on  existing  land  use  character.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix 
NOP-IS  p.  32;  RFC.  Response  LU-1:  Response  PP-1:  Response  PD-I.) 

4.  Impact  C-LU-1,  Significant  cumulative  impacts  to  land  use  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  34;  RTC.  Response  LlJ-1 ; Response  PD-I .) 

B.  Population  and  Housing 

1.  Impact  PH-1,  Effects  of  construction  activities  on  population  growth.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  39.) 

2.  Impact  PH-2.  Effects  of  construction  on  existing  housing  units  and  housing 
demand.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  40.) 

3.  Impact  PH-3,  Effects  of  construction  on  existing  housing  units  or  residents  from 
displacement.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  40.) 

4.  Impact  PH-4.  Effects  of  operations  on  population  growth.  (GSW'  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  41;  RTC,  Response  PD-4.) 

5.  Impact  PH-5,  Effects  of  operations  on  housing  displacement  or  housing  demand 
(GSW'  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

6.  Impact  PH-6  (NI).  Effects  of  operations  on  displacement  of  people  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

7.  Impact  C-PH-1.  Significant  cumulative  effects  on  population  and  housing  (GSW7 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  43.) 

C.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  CP-1,  Substantial  adverse  change  to  historical  resources.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  47.) 

2.  Impact  CP-3,  Destruction  of  paleontological  or  geologic  features  (GSW  DSE4R 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  55.) 

3.  Impact  CP-4.  Disturbance  of  human  remains  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p. 
56.) 

D.  Transportation  and  Circulation 
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1.  Impact  TR-1.  Construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-1 1 1:  RTC.  Response  TR-IO:  Response  TR-I I.) 

2.  Impact  TR-4.  Effects  on  transit  demand  without  SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-135;  RTC.  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-5;  Response  TR-1 2.) 

3.  Impact  TR-7.  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  without  SF  Giants  game. 
(GSW'  DSEIR  p.  5.2-157;  RFC.  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-7.) 

4.  Impact  TR-8.  Effects  of  loading  on  hazardous  conditions  or  delays  for  traffic, 
transit,  bikes  or  pedestrians.  (GSW7  DSEIR  p.  5.2-161;  RFC.  Response  TR-2;  Response 
TR-8.) 

5.  Impact  TR-9b.  Effects  of  construction  lighting  on  UCSF  helipad  flight 
operations.  (GSW'  DSEIR  p.  5.2-266.) 

6.  Impact  TR-9c,  Obstruction  of  UCSF  helipad  airspace  surfaces.  (GSW  DSEIR  p. 
5.2-267.) 

7.  Impact  TR-IO,  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  without  SF  Giants  game. 
(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-166;  RTC.  Response  TR-9;  Response  TR-1  1.) 

8.  Impact  TR-16.  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  with  overlapping  SF 
Giants  evening  game.  (GSW7  DSEIR  p.  5.2-189;  RFC.  Response  I R-2.) 

9.  Impact  TR-17,  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  with  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-189;  RFC.  Response  TR-2.) 

10.  Impact  TR-23,  Effects  on  bicycle  safety  and  accessibility  without  Muni  Special 
Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-206;  RTC.  Response  I R-2.) 

11.  Impact  TR-24,  Effects  on  loading  without  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service 
Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-207;  RFC.  Response  TR-2.) 

12.  Impact  TR-25.  Effects  on  emergency  vehicle  access  without  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-208;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

13.  Impact  C-TR-1.  Cumulative  construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts. 
(GSW7  DSEIR  p.  5.2-210;  RTC.  Response  TR-10;  Response  TR-1 1.) 

14.  Impact  C-TR-7,  Cumulative  adverse  bicycle  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-230; 
RTC.  Response  TR-2.) 

15.  Impact  C-TR-8,  Cumulative  adverse  loading  impacts.  (GSW7  DSEIR  p.  5.2-230; 
R FC.  Response  TR-2.) 


16.  Impact  C-TR-10,  Cumulative  adverse  emergency  vehicle  access  impacts.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.2-230;  RTC,  Response  TR-2.) 

E.  Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  NO-1,  Effects  of  construction  on  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project 
vicinity  above  levels  existing  without  the  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-20;  FSEIR, 
Chapter  12,  Sections  12.2.3  and  12.3.2;  Response  NOl-2;  Response  NOI-3;  Response 
NOI-4.) 

2.  Impact  NO-2.  Construction  noise  in  excess  of  standards  in  general  plan,  noise 
ordinance  of  other  applicable  standards.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-24;  RTC,  Response  NOI-2; 
Response  NOI-4.) 

3.  Impact  NO-3.  Effects  of  construction  on  groundborne  vibration  levels.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.3-24;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Section  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-3b;  Response  NOl- 
5.) 

4.  Impact  C-NO-3,  Noise  impacts  of  UCSF  helipad  operations  on  Project  occupants 
(GSW'  DSEIR  p.  5.3-44.) 

F.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ  3:  Toxic  Air  Contaminants  from  Construction  Activities.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.4-43;  FSEIR.  Chapter  12,  Sections  1 2.2. 1,  12.3.2;  Response  AQ-I:  Response 
AQ-4;  Response  AQ-5;  Response  AQ-6.) 

2.  Impact  C-AQ-2:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Toxic  Air  Contamination  and 
Diesel  Particulate  Matter  Emissions  (GSW'  DSEIR  5.4-56;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12, 

Sections  12.2.1.  12.3.2;  Response  AQ-I;  Response  AQ-5.) 

G.  Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions 

1 . Impact  C-GG-1 . Effect  of  greenhouse  gas  emissions  or  conflict  with  existing 
greenhouse  gas  regulations  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.5-10;  RFC,  Response  AB-I;  Response 
GHG-2.) 

H.  Wind  and  Shadow 

1.  Impact  C-WS-1,  Cumulative  impacts  of  dev  elopment  on  wind  in  a manner  that 
would  substantially  affect  off-site  public  areas.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6- Id;  FSEIR.  Chapter 
12.  Section  12.2.2;  Response  WS-1.) 


22 


2.  Impact  C-WS-2.  Cumulative  shadow  impacts  on  publically  accessible  open 
space  or  public  areas  within  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-21;  RTC. 
Response  WS-2.) 

3.  Impact  C-WS-3.  Cumulative  shadow  impacts  on  publically  accessible  open 
space  or  public  areas  outside  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-23; 

RTC.  Response  WS-2.) 

I.  Recreation 

1.  Impact  RE-1.  Effects  on  existing  parks  and  recreational  facilities.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  62;  RTC.  Response  REC-I;  Response  REC-2.) 

2.  Impact  RE-2.  Project  requires  construction  or  expansion  of  recreational  facilities. 
(GSW'  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  63;  RTC.  Response  REC-1:  Response  REC-2.) 

3.  Impact  C-RE-1,  Cumulative  recreational  impacts.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix 
NOP-IS  p.  64.) 

J.  Utilities  and  Service  Systems 

1.  Impact  UT-I.  Effects  on  water  supply  facilities  or  entitlements.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  66;  RTC,  Response  UTIL-I ; Response  UTIL-2.) 

2.  Impact  UT-2.  Construction  of  new  or  expanded  water  treatment  facilities.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  68;  RTC.  Response  UTIL-1 ) 

3.  Impact  UT-3,  Sufficient  permitted  landfill  capacity  for  Project's  waste  disposal 
needs.  (GSW'  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  69.) 

4.  Impact  UT-4,  Project  complies  with  federal,  state  and  local  statutes  and 
regulations  related  to  solid  waste.  (GSW'  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  71.) 

5.  Impact  UT-5.  Project  in  itself  would  require  the  construction  of  new.  or 
expansion  of  existing,  wastewater  treatment  facilities.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-1 1;  RTC. 
Response  UT1E-3;  Response  lJTIL-4;  Response  UTIL-6.) 

6.  Impact  C-UT-1.  Cumulative  utilities  and  service  system  impacts  (GSW'  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  72.) 

7.  Impact  C-UT-3.  Cumulative  impact  on  demand  for  new  stormwater  drainage 
facilities  or  expansion  of  existing  facilities  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8- 1 8;  R I C.  Response 
UTIL-7;  Response  UTIL-8.) 

K.  Public  Services 
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1 . Impact  PS-1 , Effects  of  Project  on  need  for  new  or  altered  governmental 
facilities  for  schools  or  other  services.  (GSW  DSE1R  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  75:  RTC. 
Response  PS-3.) 

2.  Impact  PS-2,  Effects  of  Project  construction  on  fire  protection,  emergency 
medical  services  and  law  enforcement.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.8-1 1;  RTC,  Response  PS-1; 
Response  PS-2.) 

3.  Impact  PS-3,  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  fire  protection  or  emergency 
medical  services.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.8-12;  RTC,  Response  PS-1 ; Response  PS-2.) 

4.  Impact  PS-4.  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  law  enforcement.  (GSW  DSE1R  p. 
5.8-14;  RTC,  Response  PS-1;  Response  PS-2.) 

5.  Impact  C-PS-1,  Cumulative  impacts  on  schools  or  other  services  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  75:  RTC.  Response  PS-3.) 

6.  Impact  C-PS-2.  Cumulative  impacts  on  tire  protection,  emergency  medical 
services  and  law  enforcement  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.8-16:  RTC,  Response  PS-1;  Response 
PS-2.) 

L.  Biological  Resources 

1.  Impact  BI-1,  Effects  of  Project  on  special  status  species.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  77;  RTC.  Response  BIO- 1 ; Response  BIO-2;  Response  BIO-3.) 

2.  Impact  Bl-2  (NI),  Effects  of  Project  on  riparian  habitat  or  sensitive  natural 
community.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  79;  RTC,  Response  BIO-1;  Response 
BIO-4.) 

3.  Impact  BI-3.  Effects  of  Project  on  wetlands  or  navigable  waters.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  79;  RTC.  Response  BIO-1 ; Response  BIO-2;  Response  BIO-5.) 

4.  Impact  BI-5,  Project  complies  with  local  policies  or  ordinances  protecting 
biological  resources  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  83.) 

5.  Impact  C-BI-1.  Cumulative  impacts  on  biological  resources  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  84;  RTC.  Response  BIO- 1 : Response  BIO-2;  Response  BIO-3: 
Response  BIO-4;  Response  BIO-5;  Response  BIO-6.) 

M.  Geology  and  Soils 

I.  Impact  GE-1,  Exposure  of  people  to  rupture  of  earthquake  fault,  seismic 
groundshaking,  ground  failure  or  landslides.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  86: 
RTC,  Response  GEO-1 ; Response  GEO-2;  Response  GEO-3;  Response  GEO-4.) 
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2.  Impact  GE-2.  Erosion  or  loss  of  top  soil.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p. 

87.) 

3.  Impact  GE-3,  Location  of  Project  on  unstable  soils,  or  creation  of  unstable  soils 
by  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  88:  RTC.  Response  GEO-5.) 

4.  Impact  GE-4.  Location  of  Project  on  expansive  or  problematic  soils.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  91 ; RTC.  Response  GEO-6.) 

5.  Impact  GE-5.  Effect  of  Project  on  topography  or  unique  geologic  features  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  92.) 

6.  Impact  C-GE-1.  Cumulative  impacts  related  to  geologic  hazards  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  92.) 

N.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

1.  Impact  HY-I.  Violation  of  water  quality  standards  or  degradation  of  water 
quality  from  construction-related  activities  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  99;  RTC. 
Response  HYD-2.) 

2.  Impact  HY-la,  Violation  of  water  quality  standards  or  degradation  of  water 
quality  from  construction-related  dewatering.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-31 : RTC.  Response 
HYD-1 .) 

3.  Impact  HY-2.  Effects  of  Project  operation  on  groundwater  supplies  and 
groundwater  recharge.  (GSW'  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  101.) 

4.  Impact  HY-3.  Effects  of  Project  on  existing  drainage  patterns  and  rates  and 
amounts  of  surface  runoff.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  102.) 

5.  Impact  HY-4.  Effects  of  Project  on  Hood  risk  exposure  and  Hood  flows.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  102:  RTC.  Response  HYD-6.) 

6.  Impact  HY-5,  Effects  of  Project  on  exposure  to  seiche  or  tsunami  inundation. 
(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  103;  RTC.  Response  HYD-8.) 

7.  Impact  HY-7,  Effect  of  Project  on  exposure  to  flooding.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-41 : 
RTC.  Response  HYD-6:  Response  1IYD-7.) 

8.  Impact  C-HY-1.  Cumulative  effects  on  hydrology  and  water.  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  105:  RTC.  Response  HYD-1:  Response  HYD-6:  Response  HYD-7: 
Response  HYD-8.) 

9.  Impact  C-HY-2.  Cumulative  impacts  on  compliance  with  National  Pollutant 
Discharge  Elimination  System  ("NPDES")  permit  requirements,  water  quality  standards 
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or  waste  water  requirements  related  to  changes  in  wastewater  and  stormwater  discharges; 
on  the  Mission  Bay  separate  stormwater  system;  or  on  polluted  runoff.  Cumulative  wet 
weather  flows  would  not  contribute  to  an  increase  in  combined  sewer  discharges.  (GSW 
DSE1R  p.  5.9-44;  RTC.  Response  HYD-3;  Response  HYD-5.) 

10.  Impact  C-HY-3.  Cumulative  impacts  on  flood  risk  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.9-48; 

RTC.  Response  EIYD-6:  Response  HYD-7.) 

O.  Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials 

1.  Impact  HZ-3.  Effects  on  adopted  emergency  response  and  evacuation  plans,  and 
tire  exposure  risk.  (GSW;  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  119;  RTC,  Response  HAZ-8.) 

2.  Impact  C-HZ-1,  Cumulative  impacts  related  to  hazardous  materials.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  121.) 

P.  Mineral  and  Energy  Resources 

1.  Impact  ME-1,  Project  utilization  of  large  amounts  of  fuel,  water  or  energy  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  123;  FSE1R.  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.2;  Response  EN-I; 
Response  PD-4.) 

2.  Impact  C-ME-1.  Cumulative  impacts  on  energy  resources  (GSW  DSEIR 
Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  125.) 

III.  FINDINGS  OF  POTENTIALLY  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACTS  THAT  CAN  BE 
AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A LESS-TH AN-SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  provides  that  "public  agencies  should  not  approve  projects 
as  proposed  if  there  are  feasible  alternatives  or  feasible  mitigation  measures  available  which 
would  substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental  effects  of  such  projects[.]”  The  same 
statute  provides  that  the  procedures  required  by  CEQA  "are  intended  to  assist  public  agencies  in 
systematically  identifying  both  the  signi  ficant  effects  of  projects  and  the  feasible  alternatives  or 
feasible  mitigation  measures  which  will  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  such  significant  effects." 

The  mandate  and  principles  announced  in  Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  are 
implemented,  in  part,  through  the  requirement  that  agencies  must  adopt  findings  before 
approving  projects  for  which  EIRs  are  required.  For  each  significant  environmental  effect 
identified  in  an  EIR  for  a project,  the  approving  agency  must  issue  a written  finding  reaching  one 
or  more  of  three  pennissible  conclusions.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 1 5091 .)  The  first  such  finding  is 
that  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required  in,  or  incorporated  into,  the  project  which  avoid  or 
substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental  effect  as  identified  in  the  final  EIR.  (CEQA 
Guidelines,  § 1 5091 . subd.  (a)(1).)  The  second  permissible  finding  is  that  such  changes  or 
alterations  are  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  another  public  agency  and  not  the 
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agency  making  the  finding,  and  such  changes  have  been  adopted  by  such  other  agency  or  can 
and  should  be  adopted  by  such  other  agency.  (CEQA  Guidelines.  § 15091.  subd.  (a)(2).)  The 
third  potential  conclusion  is  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other 
considerations,  including  provision  of  employment  opportunities  for  highly  trained  workers, 
make  infeasible  the  mitigation  measures  or  project  alternatives  identified  in  the  Final  E1R. 

(CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15091.  subd.  (a)(3).)  Public  Resources  Code,  section  21061.1  defines 
"feasible"  to  mean  “capable  of  being  accomplished  in  a successful  manner  within  a reasonable 
period  of  time,  taking  into  account  economic,  env  ironmental,  social,  legal,  and  technological 
factors."  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15364  adds  another  factor:  "legal"  considerations.  (See  also 
Citizens  oj'Goleta  Valley  v.  Bd.  of  Supervisors  ( 1990)  52  Cal. 3d  553.  565  ("Goleta  ID.) 

The  concept  of  “feasibility"  also  encompasses  the  question  of  whether  a particular  alternative  or 
mitigation  measure  promotes  the  underlying  goals  and  objectives  of  a project.  (City  of  Del  Mar 
v.  Citv  of  San  Diego  ( 1 982)  1 33  Cal.App.3d  4 1 0.  4 1 7 (City  of  Del  Mar):  Sierra  ( lith  v.  County  of 
Napa  (2004)  121  Cal.App.4th  1490.  1506-1509  [court  upholds  CEQA  findings  rejecting 
alternatives  in  reliance  on  applicant's  project  objectives];  see  also  California  Native  Plant 
Society  v.  City  of  Santa  Cruz  (2009)  177  Cal.App.4th  957,  1001  (CNPS)  [“an  alternative  ‘may  be 
found  infeasible  on  the  ground  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  project  objectives  as  long  as  the  finding 
is  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  record'" | (quoting  I Kostka  & Zischke.  Practice 
Under  the  Cal.  Environmental  Quality  Act  [Cont.Ed.Bar  2d  ed.  2009).  § 1 7.30.  p.  825);  In  re 
Bav-Delta  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  Coordinated  Proceedings  (2008)  43 
Cal. 4th  1 143.  1 165.  1 166  ["[i]n  the  CALFED  program,  feasibility  is  strongly  linked  to 
achievement  of  each  of  the  primary  program  objectives"’;  "a  lead  agency  may  structure  its  E1R 
alternative  analysis  around  a reasonable  definition  of  underlying  purpose  and  need  not  study 
alternatives  that  cannot  achieve  that  basic  goal"].)  Moreover,  "'feasibility'  under  CEQA 
encompasses  ‘desirability-  to  the  extent  that  desirability  is  based  on  a reasonable  balancing  of  the 
relevant  economic,  env  ironmental,  social,  legal,  and  technological  factors."  (City  of  Del  Mar. 
supra.  133  Cal.App.3d  at  p.  417;  see  also  CNPS.  supra.  177  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1001  [“an 
alternative  that  ‘is  impractical  or  undesirable  form  a policy  standpoint'  may  be  rejected  as 
infeasible"]  [quoting  2 Kostka  & Zischke.  Practice  Under  the  Cal.  Environmental  Quality  Act. 
supra , § 1 7.29,  p.  824];  San  Diego  Citizenry  Group  v.  County  of  San  Diego  (2013)  2 1 9 
Cal.App.4th  1 , 17.) 

The  findings  in  this  Section  111  and  Section  III  A and  in  Section  IV  and  Section  IVA  concern 
mitigation  measures  set  forth  in  the  FSE1R.  These  findings  discuss  mitigation  measures  as 
proposed  in  the  FSEIR  and  as  recommended  for  adoption  by  the  OCI1  Commission.  The  full 
explanation  of  the  potentially  significant  environmental  impacts  is  set  forth  in  the  GSW  DSE1R 
(including  the  Initial  Study  which  OCII  made  part  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  through  its  inclusion  in 
GSW  DSEIR  Volume  3 - Appendix  NOP-1S)  and  in  some  cases  is  further  explained  in  the  R fC. 
As  indicated  in  the  MMRP.  in  most  cases,  mitigation  measures  will  be  implemented  by  OC11  or 
the  Project  Sponsor.  In  these  cases,  implementation  of  mitigation  measures  will  be  made 
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conditions  of  project  approval.  For  each  of  these  mitigation  measures  and  the  impacts  they 
address,  the  OC1I  Commission  finds  that  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required  in.  or 
incorporated  into,  the  Project  which  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  the  significant  environmental 
effect  as  identified  in  the  GSW  FSEIR.  (CEQA  Guidelines.  § 15091,  subd.  (a)(  1).) 

In  the  case  of  all  other  mitigation  measures,  an  agency  other  than  OCII  (either  another  City 
agency  or  a non-City  agency)  will  have  responsibility  for  implementation  or  assisting  in  the 
implementation  or  monitoring  of  mitigation  measures.  This  is  because  certain  mitigation 
measures  are  partly  or  wholly  within  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of  another  public  agency 
(other  than  OCII).  In  such  instances,  the  entity  that  will  be  responsible  for  implementation  is 
identified  in  the  MMRP  for  the  Project  (Exhibit  B).  Generally.  OCII  has  designated  the  agencies 
to  implement  mitigation  measures  as  part  of  their  existing  permitting  or  program  responsibilities. 
Based  on  past  experience  and  ongoing  relationships  and  communications  with  these  agencies. 
OC'll  has  reason  to  believe  that  they  can  and  will  implement  the  mitigation  measures  assigned  to 
them.  These  agencies  include,  for  example,  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
("SFMTA").  which  operates  and  maintains  local  traffic  and  transit  systems.  Port,  which  manages 
Port  property,  and  other  agencies,  which  will  participate  in  mitigation  measure  implementation 
through  their  normal  program  operations,  such  as  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee.  In  the  case  of  SFMTA.  to  the  extent  that  mitigation  measures  identify 
new  SFMTA  responsibilities,  SFMTA  has  indicated  to  OCII  that  it  generally  finds  that  it  will  be 
feasible  to  implement  the  mitigation  measures.4 

The  OCII  also  will  be  assisted  in  monitoring  implementation  of  mitigation  measures  by  other 
agencies,  as  indicated  in  the  MMRP  in  Exhibit  B,  such  as  the  San  Francisco  Entertainment 
Commission,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection  ("DBI"),  the  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works  ("SFPW”)  through  their  permit  responsibilities,  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC”)  through  its  operation  of  the  City's  combined  sewer 
system,  or  the  SFMTA  as  part  of  its  operation  and  maintenance  of  traffic  and  transit  systems. 

For  each  of  these  mitigation  measures  and  the  impacts  they  address,  the  OCII  Commission  finds 
that  the  changes  or  alterations  are  in  whole  or  in  part  w ithin  the  responsibility  and  jurisdiction  of 
a public  agency  other  than  OCII  and  that  the  changes  have  been  adopted  by  such  other  agency  or 
can  and  should  be  adopted  by  such  other  agency.  (CEQA  Guidelines,  § 15091.  subd.  (a)(2).) 

The  mitigation  measures  proposed  for  adoption  in  Sections  III.  1 1 1 A.  IV  and  IVA  are  the  same  as 
the  mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  FSEIR  for  the  Project  as  proposed.  The  full  text  of  all 
of  the  mitigation  measures  as  proposed  for  adoption  is  contained  in  Exhibit  B.  the  MMRP. 


4 Letter  from  SFMTA  Director  of  Transportation  Edward  D.  Reiskin  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  OCII 
Executive  Director,  dated  May  15,  2015  and  Letter  from  SFMTA  Director  of  Transportation 
Edward  D.  Reiskin  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  OCII  Executive  Director,  dated  October  20.  2015. 
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The  OCII  Commission  adopts  all  of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  for  the  Project  that  are 
within  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of  OCII.  For  those  mitigation  measures  that  are  the 
responsibility  of  agencies  other  than  OCII  (e.g.,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  its 
subsidiary  agencies),  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  those  measures  can  and  should  be 
implemented  by  the  other  agencies  as  part  of  their  existing  permitting  or  program 
responsibilities.  Based  on  the  analysis  contained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  FSEIR.  other 
considerations  in  the  record,  and  the  standards  of  significance,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that 
implementation  of  all  of  the  proposed  mitigation  measures  discussed  in  this  Section  III  and 
Section  1 1 1 A will  reduce  potentially  significant  impacts  to  a less-than-significant  level. 

A.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  CP-2:  Adverse  change  in  the  significance  of  an  archaeological 
resource.  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  48;  RTC.  Section  13.10.2.  Response 
CULT-1.)  The  Project  could  cause  a substantial  adverse  change  in  the  significance  of  an 
archaeological  resource  pursuant  to  CEQA  Guidelines  § 15064.5.  Specifically,  there  is  a 
reasonable  presumption  that  archaeological  resources  may  be  present  within  the  project 
site  that  could  be  disturbed  during  subsurface  construction.  However,  the  impact  can  be 
reduced  to  a less-than-significant  level  through  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  would 
reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  archaeological  resources  by  retaining  an  archeological 
consultant  to  create  a testing  program  and  be  available  to  conduct  an  archaeological 
monitoring  and/or  data  recovery  program.  If  an  archaeological  site  associated  with 
descendant  Native  Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese,  or  other  descendant  group  is 
discovered,  a representative  of  that  descendant  group  shall  be  contacted  and  can  monitor 
the  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the  site.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure 
M-CP-2b  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  accidentally  discovered  buried  or 
submerged  historical  resources  by  distributing  an  "ALERT"  sheet  to  the  Project  prime 
contractor,  to  any  Project  subcontractor,  or  to  any  utilities  firm  involved  in  soils 
disturbing  activities.  If  an  archaeological  resource  is  encountered,  the  soil  disturbing 
activities  shall  be  suspended  until  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  detennines  what 
additional  measures  should  be  undertaken. 

MM  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or  Data  Recovery 

Plan 

MM  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources 

B.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  TR-6:  Pedestrian  impacts  without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-147;  RTC.  Response,  TR-2;  Response  TR-6.)  The  Project 
could  result  in  sidewalk  overcrowding  or  potentially  hazardous  pedestrian  conditions 
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without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game.  Overall,  the  Project  would  implement 
numerous  improvements  that  would  enhance  pedestrian  conditions  and  safety  in  the 
Project  vicinity.  The  existing  and  proposed  pedestrian  facilities  would  be  adequate  to 
meet  the  pedestrian  demand  associated  with  the  Project  uses.  The  exception  would  be  the 
crosswalks  at  the  intersection  of  Third/South,  which  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F 
conditions  during  the  weekday  evening  and  late  evening,  and  Saturday  evening 
conditions  for  sell-out  events  (i.e.,  the  Basketball  Game  scenario).  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of  Third/South  and 
the  Project's  IMP  protocols  for  events  would  manage  short-term  peak  pedestrian  Hows  at 
adjacent  intersections  and  would  mitigate  pedestrian  impacts  to  less-than-significant 
levels.  At  all  other  locations  and  Project  conditions,  the  addition  of  Project-generated 
pedestrian  trips  would  not  substantially  affect  pedestrian  flows,  create  potentially 
hazardous  conditions  for  pedestrians,  or  otherwise  interfere  with  pedestrian  accessibility 
to  the  site  and  adjoining  areas. 

MM  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of 

Third/South. 

2.  Impact  TR-9a:  Temporary  obstruction  of  UCSF  helipad  airspace  surfaces. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-262:  FSEIR,  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.1;  Response  TR- 12.) 
Placement  and  usage  of  cranes  during  construction  could  temporarily  obstruct  helipad 
airspace  surfaces.  The  GSW  DSEIR  determined  that,  based  on  the  preliminary  Project 
construction  plan  for  the  Project  construction  cranes,  one  of  the  Project  construction 
cranes  would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  a temporary  penetration  of  a Part  77 
Transitional  Surface  associated  with  the  helipad,  which  would  be  considered  a potentially 
significant  impact.  After  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  Project  Sponsor  refined  its 
construction  crane  plan  with  the  goal  to  further  reduce  potential  Project  effects  on  the 
UCSF  helipad  during  construction.  Based  on  the  analysis  of  the  refined  construction 
crane  plan,  none  of  the  proposed  tower  construction  cranes  would  penetrate  the  Part  77 
Approach  or  Transitional  Surfaces  associated  with  the  UCSF  helipad.  Furthermore, 
adequate  clearance  for  the  construction  cranes  would  be  provided  for  the  South  Street 
alternate  flight  path.  However,  if  the  refined  construction  crane  plan  details  were  to 
change  with  respect  to  proposed  tower  crane  size,  location  or  other  factors,  then  the 
Project  would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  greater  and/or  less  effects.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-9a,  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction,  identifies  feasible 
measures  that  would  reduce  potential  temporary  impacts  associated  with  the  use  of  cranes 
during  the  construction  period  to  less  than  significant.  The  objective  of  the  crane  safety 
plan  is  to  ensure  the  safe  use  of  the  UCSF  Benioff  Children’s  Hospital  helipad,  and  the 
safety  for  people  residing  or  working  in  the  Project  area  during  construction.  Therefore, 
with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a.  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 
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MM  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 

3.  Impact  TR-9d:  Lighting  impacts  on  UCSF  helipad  flight  operations  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.2-270;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12.  Section  12.3.1:  Response  TR- 12:  Response  TR- 
PD-l.)  Routine  and  specialized  exterior  lighting  could  impact  flight  operations.  The  use 
of  certain  specialized  lighting  systems  would  have  the  potential  to  adversely  affect  a 
pilot's  vision  and  execution  of  a visual  night  time  approach  or  departure  to/from  the 
UCSF  helipad.  Lights  that  adversely  affect  the  night  vision  of  pilots  and  interfere  with  the 
execution  of  a visual  nighttime  approach  to  the  helipad  would  endanger  the  pilot, 
passengers,  and  people  on  the  ground.  Therefore,  the  possible  use  of  these  specialized 
lighting  systems  would  be  considered  a potentially  significant  impact.  Mitigation 
Measure  M TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan  identifies  feasible  measures  that 
would  reduce  potential  impacts  associated  with  potential  specialized  lighting  systems  to 
less  than  significant. 

MM  M-TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan 

4.  Impact  TR-13:  Local  transit  impacts  with  overlapping  evening  SF  Giants 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-183:  RTC,  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-5;  Response  TR-2; 
Response  TR-5;  Response  TR-12.)  Implementation  of  the  Project  could  result  in 
substantial  increase  in  transit  demand  that  could  not  be  accommodated  by  adjacent  Muni 
transit  capacity  with  an  overlapping  evening  SF  Giants  game.  Overall,  on  days  with 
overlapping  evening  events  at  the  project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park,  transit  demand  would 
exceed  the  capacity  prior  to  and  following  the  events,  and  the  Project  would  result  in 
significant  transit  impacts.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced 
Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping  Events  would  minimize  transit  impacts.  The 
additional  Muni  capacity  would  generally  be  within  what  is  currently  provided  for  SF 
Giants  games  and  the  additional  capacity  provided  as  part  of  the  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan  for  the  Project.  Implementation  of  the  mitigation  measure  would 
ensure  that  Muni  serv  ice  would  be  provided  to  accommodate  the  T Third  demand  via 
Muni  bus  shuttles  to  AT&T  Park  and/or  the  proposed  event  center,  and  would  not  result 
in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  Thus,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation 
measure,  the  Project's  transit  impacts  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Serv  ice  during  Overlapping  Events 

5.  Impact  TR-15:  Pedestrian  impacts  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-185:  RFC.  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project  could  result  in 
sidewalk  overcrowding  or  potentially  hazardous  pedestrian  conditions  w ith  an 
overlapping  SF  Giants  game.  Overall,  on  days  with  overlapping  evening  events  at  the 
project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park,  pedestrian  conditions  would  become  more  crowded  prior 
to  and  following  the  events;  however,  w ith  the  IMP  transportation  management 


strategies  and  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of 
Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of  Third/South,  the  impact  of  the  Project  on 
pedestrians  during  overlapping  evening  events  would  be  less  than  significant  with 
mitigation. 


MM  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection  of 

Third/South. 

6.  Impact  TR-22,  Pedestrian  impacts  without  Muni  Special  Event  Transit 
Service  Plan  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-203:  RTC.  Response  TR-2).  Without  the 
implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan,  the  number  of  attendees 
arriving  by  transit  would  decrease  while  the  number  of  attendees  arriving  by  automobiles 
would  increase.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to 
Adjacent  Transit  and  Parking  Facilities  and  Monitoring  would  ensure  that  the  pedestrian 
impacts  would  remain  the  same  as  those  identified  in  Impact  TR-6  for  pedestrian 
conditions  without  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game  and  in  Impact  TR-15  for 
pedestrian  conditions  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants  evening  game  irrespective  of 
whether  SI  Al  l A Parking  Control  Officers  ("PCOs")  were  available  during  various 
events,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  With  implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit  and 
Parking  Facilities,  Project-generated  pedestrian  demand  during  large  events  would  not 
substantially  affect  pedestrian  flows,  create  potentially  hazardous  conditions  for 
pedestrians,  or  otherwise  interfere  with  pedestrian  accessibility  to  the  site  and  adjoining 
areas.  Therefore,  without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan, 
the  Project's  impact  on  pedestrians  would  be  less  than  significant  w ith  mitigation. 

MM  M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit  and 

Parking  Facilities  and  Monitoring 

C.  Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  NO-4:  Noise  in  excess  of  General  Plan  and  Noise  Ordinance 
standards  during  operations.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-27:  FSE1R.  Chapter  12.  Section 
12.2.1:  Response  NOI-2:  Response  PD- 1 .)  Operation  of  the  event  center  would  introduce 
new  stationary  noise  sources  to  the  Project  area.  Operation  of  the  Project  would  introduce 
new  stationary  noise  sources  that  w ould  be  subject  to  the  requirements  of  the  San 
Francisco  Noise  Ordinance.  These  new  sources  include  generators  and  mechanical 
equipment,  as  well  as  the  potential  for  amplified  sound  within  the  Third  Street  plaza.  As 
explained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  the  R FC  Document,  predicted  noise  levels  from  new 
stationary  sources  would  not  meaningfully  contribute  to  the  existing  monitored  ambient 
noise  levels  in  the  Project  area,  and  the  Project  would  therefore  be  consistent  with  the 
restrictions  of  the  noise  ordinance. 
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The  Project  would  also  introduce  new  land  uses,  and  these  new  uses  would  be  exposed  to 
noise  levels  of  up  to  75  DNL.  However,  modern  building  techniques  and  materials,  as 
well  as  inclusion  of  non-operable  windows  and  ventilation  systems,  would  be  sufficient 
to  ensure  that  the  Project  would  comply  with  land  use  compatibility  requirements  of  the 
San  Francisco  General  Plan,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant. 

With  respect  to  amplified  sound,  either  interior  to  the  event  center  or  in  open-air  plazas 
on  the  project  site,  the  predicted  sound  levels  and  hours  of  occurrence  would  be 
consistent  with  the  noise  ordinance.  However,  due  to  uncertainties  as  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  future  outside  events  at  the  Third  Street  Plaza,  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound  would  ensure  that 
noise  levels  from  amplified  sound  exterior  to  the  event  center  would  comply  with  the 
noise  ordinance.  In  addition,  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-NO-4b:  Noise 
Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit  would  ensure  that  noise  levels  from 
concerts,  basketball  games,  and  other  events  would  comply  with  the  noise  ordinance, 
regardless  of  current  unknowns  as  to  the  nature  of  future  events  within  the  arena. 
Therefore,  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound 

MM  M-NO-4b:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit 
D.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ-4:  Potential  conflicts  with  BAAQMD’s  2010  Clean  Air  Phut. 

(GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.4-51:  RTC,  Response  AQ-I:  Response  AQ-2;  Response  AQ-3; 
Response  AQ-4:  Response  AQ-6:  Response  AQ-7.)  Without  mitigation  measures  or  the 
adoption  of  control  measures,  emissions  associated  with  the  Project  could  conflict  with 
the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan  ("CAP").  The  Project  would  be  consistent  with  the  2010  CAP. 
how  ever,  w ith  implementation  of  mitigation  measures,  w hich  include  offsetting 
emissions  to  below  significance  thresholds  in  addition  to  Project-specific  measures  to 
reduce  pollutant  emissions.  Additionally,  the  Project  would  be  consistent  with  the  2010 
CAP  by  virtue  of  incorporation  of  control  measures  of  the  CAP.  including  land  use/local 
impact  measures  and  energy/climate  measures  as  well  as  the  transportation  demand 
management  measures  incorporated  in  the  Project.  The  Project  would  also  not  hinder 
implementation  of  the  2010  CAP.  Therefore,  the  Project  would  not  conflict  with,  or 
obstruct  implementation  of  the  2010  Clean  Air  Plan,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 

MM  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

MM  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 
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MM  M-AQ-2b:  Emissions  Offsets 


E.  Wind  and  Shadow 

1.  Impact  WS-1:  Wind  effects  on  off-site  public  spaces.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.6-10; 
FSEIR.  Chapter  12.  Section  12.2.2;  Response  WS-1.)  The  GSW  DSEIR  indicated  that  the 
Project  could  result  in  a net  increase  in  the  total  duration  of  the  wind  hazard  exceedance 
at  off-site  public  walkways  in  the  Project  vicinity  and  proposed  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
WS-1 : Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce  Project  Off-site  Wind 
Hazards,  which  describes  potential  design  measures  that  would  serve  to  reduce  or  avoid 
Project  w ind  hazards.  Although  preliminary  evaluation  by  the  Project  Sponsor  of  certain 
potential  on-site  design  modifications  indicated  such  modifications  would  be  effective  in 
reducing  the  Project  wind  hazard  impact  to  a less  than  significant,  the  impact  was 
conservatively  identified  as  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation  because  Project 
design  was  not  yet  finalized.  After  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  Project  Sponsor 
pursued  design  measures  as  required  by  Mitigation  Measure  M-WS-I,  and  identified  an 
on-site  design  modification  that  would  reduce  the  Project  wind  hazard  impact  to  less  than 
significant  as  verified  by  wind  tunnel  testing.  Because  design  modifications  have  been 
identified,  the  impact  w ill  be  reduced  to  a level  of  less  than  significant  through  Mitigation 
Measure  M-WS-I . 

Under  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant,  the  Project  would  not  alter  wind  in  a manner  that 
would  substantially  affect  off-site  public  areas,  and.  accordingly,  the  impact  would  be 
less  than  significant  and  no  mitigation  would  be  required. 

MM  M-WS-1:  Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce  Project 

Off-site  Wind  Hazards 

F.  Biological  Resources 

1.  Impact  BI-4:  Effects  on  the  movement  of  wildlife  or  established  migratory 
corridors  or  nurseries  (GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  81;  RTC,  Response  BIO-1; 
Response  BIO-6;  PD-I.)  The  Project  could  interfere  substantially  with  the  movement  of 
native  resident  or  migratory  wildlife  species  resident  or  with  established  native  resident 
or  migratory  wildlife  corridors,  or  impede  the  use  of  native  wildlife  nursery  sites. 
Specifically,  migratory  and  resident  birds  which  breed  locally  in  San  Francisco  have  the 
potential  to  nest  in  shrub  vegetation  observed  within  the  project  site  and  could  be 
adversely  affected  by  Project  construction.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure 
M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds  would  avoid  disrupting  or 
destroy  ing  active  nests  which  could  occur  within  the  Project  site  during  bird  breeding 
season,  and  would  reduce  this  impact  to  less  than  significant.  Migratory  birds  may  also  be 
affected  by  increased  risk  of  collisions  w ith  the  proposed  structures  and  due  to  the 
Project's  artificial  night  lighting.  This  impact  will  be  reduced  due  to  a level  of  less  than 
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significant  through  Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices,  which 
requires  bird  safe  practices  in  the  proposed  building  and  lighting  design  that  are 
consistent  with  the  City's  Standards  for  Bird-Safe  Buildings. 

MM  M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds 

MM  M-BI-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices 

G.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

1.  Impact  HY-6:  Operational  effects  on  water  quality’  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.9-33; 
RTC,  Response  HYD-2:  Response  HYD-3;  Response  HYD-4;  Response  HYD-5.) 
Operation  of  the  Project  could  affect  the  quality  of  effluent  discharges  from  the  Southeast 
Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  if  future  uses  at  the  project  site  were  to  discharge  unusual 
chemicals  or  pollutants  not  typically  associated  with  most  other  San  Francisco 
discharges,  such  as  radioactive  or  biohazardous  materials.  National  Pollutant  Discharge 
Elimination  System  Mitigation  Measure  M-HY  6:  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports  will 
reduce  the  impacts  to  a level  of  less-than-significant  by  installing  sampling  ports  as  part 
of  the  Project  design  to  facilitate  sampling  to  monitor  discharge  quality  and  by 
participating  in  the  City's  existing  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program. 

MM  M-HY-6:  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports 

H.  Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials 

1.  Impact  HZ-1 : Routine  transport,  use  and  disposal  of  hazardous  materials. 

(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-iS  p.  Ill:  RTC.  Response  HAZ-4:  Response  REC-l.) 
During  operation,  the  proposed  event  center  and  other  development  would  use  common 
types  of  hazardous  materials,  such  as  cleaners,  disinfectants  and  chemical  agents,  as  well 
as  diesel  fuel  for  generators.  This  impact  will  be  reduced  to  a level  below  significance  by 
implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ  la:  Guidelines  for  Handling  Biohazardous 
Materials,  which  requires  that  any  businesses  that  handle  biohazardous  materials  to 
certify  that  they  follow  the  safety  guidelines,  use  high  efficiency  particulate  air  filters  or 
substantially  equivalent  devices,  do  not  handle  or  use  biohazardous  materials  requiring 
Biosafety  Level  4 containment.  In  addition,  during  construction,  there  is  the  potential  to 
encounter  serpentinite,  which  could  contain  naturally  occurring  asbestos.  This  impact  will 
be  further  reduced  to  less  than  significant  by  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
HZ  lb:  Geologic  Investigation  and  Dust  Mitigation  Plan  for  Naturally  Occurring 
Asbestos,  which  w ill  limit  any  potential  exposure  to  naturally  occurring  asbestos. 
Together,  these  mitigation  measures  will  reduce  this  impact  to  a level  that  is  less  than 
significant. 

MM  M-HZ-la:  Guidelines  for  Handling  Biohazardous  Materials 
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MM  M-HZ-lb:  Geologic  Investigation  and  Dust  Mitigation  Plan  for 
Naturally  Occurring  Asbestos 

2.  Impact  HZ-2:  Exposure  to  Contaminants  during  Construction.  (GSW 
DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  115;  R FC,  Response  HAZ-1;  Response  HAZ-2;  Response 
HAZ-3:  Response  HAZ-7.)  The  Project  would  be  located  on  a site  identified  on  a list  of 
hazardous  materials  sites  compiled  pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  65962.5. 
Construction  activities  associated  with  the  Project  could  expose  construction  workers,  the 
public,  or  the  environment  to  hazardous  materials.  A Risk  Management  Plan  ("RMP") 
was  prepared  subsequent  to  and  as  required  by  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR,  and  remedial 
actions  consistent  with  the  RMP  have  been  completed.  Compliance  with  the  RMP.  as 
required  by  the  deed  restriction,  would  ensure  that  human  health  and  environmental  risks 
during  and  after  development  of  the  Project  would  be  within  acceptable  levels  and  no 
new  or  different  mitigation  would  be  required.  However,  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR 
determined  that  further  risk  evaluation  would  be  required,  if  future  uses  at  the  project  site 
were  to  include  a public  school  or  child  care  facility.  Thus,  in  the  event  that  child  care 
facilities  were  to  occur  under  the  Project,  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-HZ- 
2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities,  would  reduce  this  impact  to  less  than 
significant. 

MM  M-HZ-2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities 

III  A.  FINDINGS  FOR  POTENTIALLY  SIGNIFICANT  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS 

THAT  CAN  BE  AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A LESS-TH AN-SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

A.  Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources 

1.  Impact  C-CP-1:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

(GSW  DSEIR  Appendix  NOP-IS  p.  57.)  Implementation  of  the  Project,  along  with 
cumulative  projects  in  the  Mission  Bay  area,  could  have  a significant  impact  on  recorded 
and  unrecorded  archeological  resource.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this  cumulative 
impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measures  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or  Data  Recovery  Program 
and  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources.  Implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to  archeological 
resources  by  retaining  an  archeological  consultant  to  create  a testing  program  and  be 
available  to  conduct  an  archaeological  monitoring  and/or  data  recovery  program.  If  an 
archaeological  site  associated  with  descendant  Native  Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese, 
or  other  descendant  group  is  discovered,  a representative  of  that  descendant  group  shall 
be  contacted  and  can  monitor  the  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the  site. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b  would  reduce  any  potential  impacts  to 
accidentally  discovered  buried  or  submerged  historical  resources  by  distributing  an 
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“ALERT”  sheet  to  the  Project's  prime  contractor,  to  any  Project  subcontractor,  or  to  any 
utilities  firm  involved  in  soils  disturbing  activities.  If  an  archeological  resource  is 
encountered,  the  soil  disturbing  activities  shall  be  suspended  until  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  determines  what  additional  measures  should  be  undertaken.  Consequently, 
with  implementation  of  these  mitigation  measures,  the  Project  would  not  make  a 
considerable  contribution  to  the  cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than 
significant  with  mitigation. 


Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or 
Data  Recovery  Program 

Mitigation  Measure  M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological 
Resources 

B.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  C-TR-4:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Muni  (GSW  DSEIR 
p.  5.2-222;  RTC.  Response  TR-2:  Response  1R- 12.)  2040  cumulative  conditions  could 
have  significant  impacts  on  Muni  service  and  could  contribute  transit  impacts  at  Muni 
screenlines.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or 
substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced 
Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping  Events.  The  additional  Muni  capacity  would 
generally  be  within  what  is  currently  provided  for  SF  Giants  games  and  the  additional 
capacity  prov  ided  as  part  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Serv  ice  Plan  for  the  Project, 
implementation  of  the  mitigation  measure  would  ensure  that  Muni  serv  ice  would  be 
provided  to  accommodate  the  T Third  demand  via  Muni  bus  shuttles  to  AT&T  Park 
and/or  the  proposed  event  center,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  Thus,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project's  transit 
impacts  would  be  less  than  cumulatively  considerable  (i.e..  less  than  significant)  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Service  during 
Overlapping  Events 

2.  Impact  C-TR-6:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Pedestrians  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.2-227:  RTC,  Response  TR-2.)  Pedestrian  volumes  would  increase  between 
implementation  of the  Project  and  2040  cumulative  conditions  due  to  buildout  of  planned 
Mission  Bay  developments  in  the  Project  vicinity.  The  Project's  contribution  to  this 
cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the  implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the  Intersection 
of  Third/South,  and  the  Project's  IMP  protocols  for  events  would  manage  short-term 
peak  pedestrian  flows  at  adjacent  intersections.  Consequently,  with  implementation  of 
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this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable  contribution  to  the 
cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 


Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the 

Intersection  of  Third/South 

3.  Impact  C-TR-9:  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Construction  Impacts  on 
UCSF  Helipad  Operations  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-23  1 ; FSE1R.  Chapter  12,  Section 
12.3.1.)  Under  cumulative  conditions,  development  in  the  immediate  Project  vicinity 
would  have  the  potential  to  result  in  cumulative  impacts  to  the  UCSF  helipad.  The 
Project's  contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially 
reduced  by  the  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for 
Project  Construction,  which  identities  feasible  measures  that  would  reduce  potential 
temporary  impacts  associated  with  the  use  of  cranes  during  the  construction  period  and 
ensure  the  safe  use  of  the  UCSF  Benioff  Children's  Hospital  helipad,  and  the  safety  for 
people  residing  or  working  in  the  Project  area  during  construction.  Consequently,  with 
implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable 
contribution  to  the  cumulative  impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 
C.  Noise  and  Vibration 

1.  Impact  C-NO-1 : Contribution  to  Cumulative  Construction  Noise  Impacts 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-39;  FSEIR,  Chapter  12,  Sections  12.2.3.  12.3.2;  Response  NOI-2.) 
Cumulative  construction  noise  in  the  Project  area  could  cause  a substantial  temporary  or 
periodic  increase  in  ambient  noise  levels  during  Project  construction.  The  Project's 
contribution  to  this  cumulative  impact  would  be  avoided  or  substantially  reduced  by  the 
implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  C-NO-1 : Construction  Noise  Control  Measures, 
which  requires  site-specific  noise  attenuation  measures  during  construction  to  reduce  the 
generation  of  construction  noise.  Consequently,  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation 
measure,  the  Project  would  not  make  a considerable  contribution  to  the  cumulative 
impact,  and  this  impact  would  be  less  than  significant  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-C-NO-1:  Construction  Noise  Control  Measures 

IV.  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACTS  THAT  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED  OR  REDUCED  TO  A 
LESS  THAN  SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

Based  on  substantial  ev  idence  in  the  whole  record  of  these  proceedings,  the  OC11  Commission 
finds  that,  where  feasible,  changes  or  alterations  have  been  required,  or  incorporated  into,  the 
Project  to  reduce  the  significant  environmental  impacts  listed  below  as  identified  in  the  FSEIR. 
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The  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  mitigation  measures  in  the  FSE1R  and  described  below  are 
appropriate,  and  that  changes  have  been  required  in,  or  incorporated  into,  the  Project  that,  to  use 
the  language  of  Public  Resources  Code  section  21002  and  CEQA  Guidelines  section  1 5091 , may 
substantially  lessen,  but  do  not  avoid  (i.e..  reduce  to  less-than-significant  levels),  the  potential ly 
significant  or  significant  environmental  effects  associated  with  implementation  of  the  Project  as 
described  in  Sections  III  and  IV. 

The  OCII  Commission  adopts  all  of  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  that  are 
relevant  to  the  Project  and  set  forth  in  the  MMRP.  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B.  The  OCII 
Commission  further  finds,  however,  for  the  impacts  listed  below,  that  no  feasible  mitigation  is 
currently  available  to  render  the  effects  less  than  significant.  The  effects  therefore  remain 
significant  and  unavoidable.  Based  on  the  analysis  contained  within  the  FSEIR,  other 
considerations  in  the  record  and  stated  herein,  and  the  standards  of  significance,  the  OCII 
Commission  finds  that  because  some  aspects  of  the  Project  would  cause  potentially  significant 
impacts  for  which  feasible  mitigation  measures  are  not  available  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a less- 
than-significant  level,  the  impacts  are  significant  and  unavoidable. 

With  respect  to  a project  for  which  significant  impacts  are  not  avoided  or  substantially  lessened, 
a public  agency,  after  adopting  proper  findings,  may  nevertheless  approve  the  project  if  the 
agency  first  adopts  a statement  of  ov  erriding  considerations  setting  forth  the  specific  reasons 
why  the  agency  found  that  the  project’s  "benefits”  rendered  "acceptable"  its  "unavoidable 
adverse  environmental  effects."  (CEQA  Guidelines,  §§  15093,  15043,  subd.  (b):  see  also  Pub. 
Resources  Code,  §21081.  subd.  (b).)  The  California  Supreme  Court  has  stated.  "[t]he  wisdom 
of  approving  . . . any  development  project,  a delicate  task  w hich  requires  a balancing  of  interests, 
is  necessarily  left  to  the  sound  discretion  of  the  local  officials  and  their  constituents  who  are 
responsible  for  such  decisions.  The  law  requires  that  those  decisions  be  informed,  and  therefore 
balanced."  (Goleta  II.  supra.  52  Cal. 3d  at  p.  576.)  The  OCII  Commission  determines  that  the 
following  significant  impacts  on  the  environment,  as  reflected  in  the  FSEIR.  are  unavoidable,  but 
under  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21081.  subdivisions  (a)(3)  and  (b).  and  CEQA  Guidelines 
15091.  subdivision  (a)(3).  15092,  subdivision  (b)(2)(B).  and  15093.  the  OCII  Commission 
determines  that  the  impacts  are  acceptable  due  to  the  overriding  considerations  described  in 
Section  VI  below.  This  finding  is  supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the  record  of  this 
proceeding. 

A.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  TR-2:  Effects  on  Vehicle  Traffic  on  Multiple  Intersections  without 
SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.2-1 17;  FSEIR.  Chapter  12:  Response  TR-2: 
Response  TR-4:  Response  TR- 12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts 
at  seven  intersections  that  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F under  Existing  plus  Project 
conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  These  include  the  intersections  of 
King/Fourth  Streets,  Fifth/Harrison  Streets/I-280  westbound  off-ramp.  Fifth/Bryant 
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Streets/1-280  eastbound  on-ramp,  Third/Channel  Streets.  Fourth/Channel  Streets,  Seventh 
Street/Mission  Bay  Drive,  and  Seventh/Mississippi/1 6th  Streets.  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events  would  reduce  the  Project's  impacts  related  to 
event-related  traffic  conditions,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation-related 
impacts,  but  would  not  reduce  impacts  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  would  require  the 
Project  Sponsor  to  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and  implement  commercially  reasonable 
strategies  to  reduce  transportation  impacts.  The  measures  identified  above  would  reduce 
traffic  congestion  in  the  Project  vicinity  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  However,  even  with  implementation  of  these  measures,  the  arrival  and  departure 
peak  of  vehicle  trips  to  and  from  the  event  center  through  these  intersections  would 
continue  to  occur,  and  therefore,  the  Project's  significant  traffic  impacts  would  remain 
significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

The  Project  would  result  in  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  at  intersections  not 
previously  identified  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  due  to  event-related  vehicles  that  would 
result  in  exceedance  of  the  intersection  LOS  threshold.  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation 
Measures  47a  - 47c.  and  47e  - 47i  would  minimize  traffic  impacts  but  would  not  reduce 
them  to  less-than-significant  levels,  and  traffic  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47:  Transportation  System 

Management  Plan 

2.  Impact  TR-3:  Effect  of  Project  on  Traffic  Volumes  at  Freeway  Ramps 
without  SF  Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-132;  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response 
TR-4:  Response  TR-12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  1-80 
eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets  that  would  operate  at  LOS  E or  LOS  F under 
Existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  would  help 
reduce  the  Project  traffic  increase  on  regional  freeway  mainline  and  ramps.  However,  the 
reduction  in  Project-generated  vehicle  trips  would  not  reduce  impacts  to  less-than- 
significant  levels.  Thus,  for  these  reasons,  the  Project's  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp 
operations  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts. 
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3.  Impact  TR-5:  Effect  of  Project  Regional  Transit  Service  Demand  without  SI 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2.144.  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-5; 

Response  T R- 12.)  The  Project  would  result  in  a substantial  increase  in  transit  demand 
that  could  not  be  accommodated  by  regional  transit  capacity  such  that  significant  adverse 
impacts  to  regional  transit  service  would  occur  under  Existing  plus  Project  conditions 
without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
5a;  Additional  Caltrain  Serv  ice  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay 
Ferry  and/or  Bus  would  help  reduce  or  minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization 
exceedances  for  the  regional  transit  serv  ice  providers,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts.  However,  since  the  provision  of  additional  South  Bay  and  North 
Bay  service  is  uncertain  and  full  funding  for  the  service  has  not  yet  been  identified,  the 
Project's  significant  impacts  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and/or  Bus 

Service 

4.  Impact  TR-1 1:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  at  Multiple  Intersections  with  SF 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-171;  RTC.  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-4: 
Response  TR-1 2.)  On  days  with  overlapping  evening  events  at  the  project  site  and  at 
AT&T  Park,  intersections  in  the  Project  vicinity  would  become  more  congested  prior  to 
and  following  the  events,  and  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  traffic  impacts  at  the 
following  ten  study  intersections:  K i ng/F i ft h/ 1-280  ramps.  Fifth/Harrison  Streets/I-80 
westbound  off-ramp,  Fifth/Bryant  Streets/I-80  eastbound  on-ramp,  Third/South  Streets, 
Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive.  Fourth/1 6th  Streets.  Owens/1 6th  Streets. 
Seventh/Mississippi/16th  Streets.  Illinois/Mariposa  Streets,  and  Mariposa  Street/l-280 
northbound  off-ramp.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional 
Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  la:  Additional 
PCOs  during  Overlapping  Events,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-I  lb:  Participation  in 
the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  would  minimize  the 
severity  of  traffic  impacts  at  these  intersections  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts,  but  would  not  improve  intersection  LOS  to  LOS  D or  better. 

Thus,  traffic  impacts  at  the  ten  study  intersections  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

In  addition  to  the  mitigation  measures  described  above.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  Ic: 
Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would 
require  the  Project  Sponsor  to  continue  to  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and  implement 
additional  strategies  to  reduce  transportation  impacts.  One  potential  strategy  involves 
using  off-site  parking  lot(s)  south  of  the  event  center  and  providing  shuttles  to  the  event 
center  if  the  location  of  off-site  parking  is  not  within  walking  distance  to  the  event  center: 
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but  regardless,  secondary  traffic  impacts  associated  with  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1 1c, 
involving  the  use  of  one  or  more  off-site  parking  lot(s)  would  contribute  to  the  same 
significant  and  unavoidable  impact  (with  mitigation)  that  would  be  caused  by  the  Project- 
generated traffic  described  in  the  first  paragraph  in  this  impact  statement  above.  With 
implementation  of  off-site  parking  lots  during  overlapping  events  as  part  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  Ic.  the  significant  traffic  impacts  identified  above  at  the  intersections  of 
Fourth/1 6th  Streets  and  Mariposa  Street/I-280  northbound  off-ramp  would  not  occur,  and 
instead  a significant  and  unavoidable  traffic  impact  would  occur  at  the  intersection  of 
Pennsylvania/Cesar  Chavez  Streets/I-280  northbound  off-ramp.  Thus,  with 
implementation  of  off-site  parking  lots  during  overlapping  events  as  part  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-1  Ic,  significant  traffic  impacts  would  occur  at  nine  rather  than  ten 
intersections;  however,  impacts  in  the  Project  vicinity  during  overlapping  evening  events 
at  the  project  site  and  at  AT&T  Park  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  la:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping 
Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lb:  Regular  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission 
Bay  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

5.  Impact  TR-12:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  at  Freeway  Ramps  with  SF  Giants 
game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-180:  RTC,  Response  TR-2:  Response  TR-4:  Response  TR- 
12.)  The  Project,  under  the  Basketball  Game  scenario  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game  at  AT&T  Park,  would  result  in  a significant  impact  at  the  1-80  westbound 
off-ramp  at  Fifth/Harrison  Streets  during  the  weekday  evening  and  Saturday  evening 
peak  hours  (i.e.,  attendees  driving  to  San  Francisco  from  the  East  Bay),  and  at  the  1-280 
northbound  off-ramp  at  Mariposa  Street  during  the  weekday  evening  peak  hour  (i.e.. 
attendees  driving  to  the  event  center  and  AT&T  Park  from  the  south  of  the  project  site). 
The  Project  would  also  result  in  a significant  impact  at  the  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  at 
Fifth/Bryant  Streets  during  the  weekday  late  evening  peak  hour  (i.e..  attendees  returning 
to  the  East  Bay).  As  discussed  in  Impact  TR-3  for  conditions  without  an  overlapping  SF 
Giants  evening  game,  no  feasible  mitigation  measures  are  available  for  the  freeway  ramp 
impacts  because  there  is  insufficient  physical  space  for  additional  capacity  without 
redesign  of  the  1-80  and  1-280  ramps  and  mainline  structures,  which  may  require 
acquisition  of  additional  right-of-way;  and  other  potential  measures  would  not  adequately 
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address  the  short-term  peak  travel  patterns  associated  with  special  events.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-I  Ic:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts 
of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project  traffic  increase  on  regional  freeway 
mainline  and  ramps.  However,  the  mitigation  measures  would  not  reduce  impacts  related 
to  freew  ay  ramp  operations  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Thus,  for  these  reasons,  the 
Project’s  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp  operations  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

6.  Impact  TR-14:  Effect  of  Project  on  Regional  Transit  Demand  with  SF 
Giants  game.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-184,  RTC.  Response  TR-2;  Response  TR-4; 
Response  TR-12.)  Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  with  an  overlapping  SF  Giants 
evening  game  at  AT&T  Park,  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  Project-specific 
transit  impacts  to  East  Bay.  North  Bay  and  South  Bay  transit  service.  Implementation  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14: 
Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  or 
minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization  exceedances  for  the  regional  transit 
service  providers,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  However, 
since  the  provision  of  additional  South  Bay.  North  Bay  and  BART  service  is  uncertain 
and  full  funding  for  the  service  has  not  yet  been  identified,  the  mitigation  measures 
would  not  reduce  the  impact  to  a less-than-significant  level.  Accordingly,  the  Project's 
significant  impacts  to  regional  transit  demand  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Bus  and  Ferry  Serv  ice 
during  Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay 
during  Overlapping  Events 

7.  Impact  TR-18.  Effect  of  Project  on  Traffic  Without  Muni  Special  Event 
Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2- 191.  RTC.  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project 
without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  following  additional  study  intersections,  or  analysis 
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periods:  Third/Channel  Streets  (weekday  late  evening),  Fourth/Channel  Streets  (Saturday 
evening),  Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive  (weekday  late  evening),  Illinois/Mariposa 
Streets  (weekday  evening,  Saturday  evening),  and  Owens/ 1 6th  Streets  (weekday  late 
evening).  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts,  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring, 
would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact  and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation 
impacts.  Even  with  implementation  of  the  mitigation  measures,  however,  the  Project's 
traffic  impacts  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Measures  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 

Monitoring 

8.  Impact  TR-19:  Effect  of  Project  Traffic  on  Freeway  Ramps  Without  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-197.)  The  Project  without 
implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts  at  the  following  three  additional  freeway  ramp  locations:  1-80 
eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets  (weekday  late  evening),  1-80  westbound  off- 
ramp at  Fifth/Harrison  Streets  (Saturday  evening),  1-280  northbound  off-ramp  at 
Mariposa  Street  (weekday  evening).  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Auto  Mode  Share 
Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode 
Share  Performance  Standard  and  Monitoring,  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact, 
and  would  not  result  in  secondary  transportation  impacts.  Even  with  implementation  of 
the  mitigation  measures,  however,  the  Project's  impacts  related  to  freeway  ramp 
operations  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Measures  to  Reduce 

Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 

Monitoring 

9.  Impact  TR-20:  Effect  of  Project  Transit  Demand  Without  Muni  Special 
Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-199;  RTC,  Response  TR-2:  Response 
TR-5.)  Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit 
Serv  ice  Plan,  the  Project  would  result  in  significant  Project-specific  transit  impacts,  as 
follows:  T Third  during  the  weekday  evening,  weekday  late  evening,  and  Saturday 
evening  peak  hours;  22  Fillmore  during  the  weekday  late  evening;  and  Saturday  evening 


44 


peak  hours.  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact,  and  would  not  result  in  secondary 
transportation  impacts.  Even  with  implementation  of  this  mitigation  measure,  however, 
the  Project’s  impacts  related  to  transit  operations  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring 

10.  Impact  TR-21:  Effect  of  Project  Regional  Transit  Demand  Without  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan.  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.2-202.  RTC.  Response  TR-2.) 
Under  existing  plus  Project  conditions  without  a SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T  Park  and 
w ithout  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan,  the  Project  would  result  in 
significant  Project-specific  transit  impacts  on  WETA  and  Golden  Gate  Transit  service 
during  the  weekday  late  evening  peak  hours.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North 
Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service  would  reduce  or  minimize  the  severity  of  the  impact,  but  not 
to  a less  than  significant  level.  Accordingly,  the  Project's  significant  impacts  to  regional 
transit  capacity  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service 


B.  Noise 

1.  Impact  NO-5:  Noise  Impacts  from  Project  Traffic  and  Crowd  Noise.  (GSW 
DSEIR  p.  5.3-32;  RTC,  Response  NOI-2:  Response  NOl-3:  Response  NOl-6.)  Noise 
levels  generated  by  crowds  prior  to.  during,  and  after  events  could  result  in  a substantial 
increase  in  noise  levels  at  the  receptor  adjacent  to  the  northbound  Muni  T-Eine  transit 
platform,  particularly  during  nighttime  egress  hours  of  9 p.m.  to  I 1 p.m..  and  this  impact 
would  be  significant  and  unavoidable.  Operation  of  the  Project  w ould  introduce  new 
mobile  noise  sources  that  would  contribute  to  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project  vicinity. 
Increases  in  roadway  traffic  noise  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  during  events 
either  with  or  without  implementation  of  the  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan, 
even  with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1 1c:  Additional  Strategies 
to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events.  Therefore,  the  Project's  effect 
on  crowd  and  traffic  noise  remains  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2c:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

C.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  AQ-1:  Impacts  of  Criteria  Air  Pollutants  from  Construction 
Activities.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.4-28;  FSE1R.  Chapter  12.  Sections  12.2.3.  12.3.2; 

Response  AQ-1;  Response  AQ-2;  Response  AQ-3;  Response  AQ-4;  Response  AQ-6; 
Response  PD-3.)  Construction  of  the  Project  would  generate  emissions  of  fugitive  dust 
and  criteria  air  pollutants.  The  Project  Sponsor,  through  its  contractors,  would  be  required 
to  implement  dust  control  measures  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Construction  Dust  Control  Ordinance,  which  would  ensure  that  the  construction-related 
impacts  due  to  fugitive  dust  would  be  less  than  significant. 

Estimated  emissions  of  criteria  air  pollutants  indicate  that  average  daily  construction 
emissions  of  PM  io  and  PM2  5 would  be  below  the  applicable  thresholds.  Emissions  of 
ROG  and  NOx,  however,  would  exceed  the  applicable  significance  thresholds. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-I : Construction  Emissions  Minimization 
would  reduce  ROG  and  NOx  emissions,  but  additional  implementation  of  Mitigation 
Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets  would  be  further  required  to  reduce  NOx  emissions 
to  below  the  applicable  threshold.  However,  because  implementation  of  emissions  offsets 
is  dependent  in  part  on  the  actions  of  a third  party  and  a specific  emission  offset  project 
has  not  yet  been  identified,  this  measure  is  not  fully  w ithin  the  control  of  the  Project 
Sponsor.  As  such,  the  impact  related  to  regional  emissions  of  criteria  pollutants  during 
construction  is  conservatively  considered  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

2.  Impact  AQ-2;  Impacts  of  Criteria  Air  Pollutants  from  Project  Operations. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.4-37.  FSEIR,  Chapter  12.  Section  12.2.1:  Response  AQ-1;  Response 
AQ-4:  Response  AQ-6;  Response  AQ-7.)  Operation  of  the  Project  would  include  a 
variety  of  sources  that  would  contribute  to  long  term  emissions  of  criteria  air  pollutants 
(ROG,  NOx.  PM  10,  and  PM; 5).  These  sources  would  include  new  vehicle  trips, 
maintenance  and  operation  of  standby  diesel  generators,  boilers,  and  area  sources  such  as 
landscape  equipment  and  use  of  consumer  products.  Calculations  of  average  daily  and 
maximum  annual  emissions  indicate  that  the  Project  w ithout  mitigation  would  result  in 
levels  of  ROG  and  NOx  that  would  exceed  significance  thresholds;  this  would  be  a 
significant  impact.  Mitigation  Measures  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions,  and 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets  would  reduce  the  severity  of  the  impact. 
However,  this  impact  is  conservatively  considered  significant  and  unavoidable  with 
mitigation  because  implementation  of  an  emissions  offset  project  is  dependent  in  part  on 
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the  actions  of  a third  party  and  a speci  fic  emission  offset  project  has  not  yet  been 
identified,  beyond  the  control  of  the  Project  Sponsor. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

IV A.  SIGNIFICANT  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS  THAT  CANNOT  RE  AVOIDED  OR 
REDUCED  TO  A LESS-TH  AN-SIGNIFICANT  LEVEL 

A.  Transportation  and  Circulation 

1.  Impact  C-TR-2:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  at 
Multiple  Intersections.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-212:  RFC.  Response  TR-2.)  Overall, 
combined  for  all  analysis  peak  hours,  the  Project  would  result  in  cumulative  impacts,  or 
contribute  to  2040  cumulative  impacts  at  the  following  16  study  intersections:  King/Third 
Streets.  King/Fourth  Streets,  King/Fifth  Streets/I-280  ramps,  Fifth/I  larrison  Streets/I-80 
westbound  off-ramp,  Fifth/Bryant  Streets/I-80  eastbound  on-ramp,  Third/Channel  Streets. 
Fourth/Channel  Streets,  Seventh  Street/Mission  Bay  Drive.  Third/South  Streets. 

Third/1 6th  Streets,  Fourth/ 1 6th  Streets.  Owens/ 16th  Streets.  Seventh/Mississippi/ 1 6th 
Streets.  Illinois/Mariposa  Streets,  Mariposa  Street/I-280  northbound  off-ramp,  and 
Third/Cesar  Chavez  Streets.  As  noted  above,  the  Project  would  result  in  Project-specific 
impacts  or  contribute  considerably  to  cumulative  impacts  at  nine  intersections  during  the 
weekday  p.m.  peak  hour,  and  at  the  eight  intersections  during  the  Saturday  evening  peak 
hour.  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Fivents. 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts. 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-I  la:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping  Events.  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-I  lb:  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordinating 
Committee,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project’s  contribution  to 
cumulative  impacts  related  to  event-related  traffic  conditions:  however,  these  impacts 
would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

With  implementation  of  the  off-site  parking  facilities  as  part  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR- 
1 lc.  the  Project  would  also  result  in  cumulative  impacts,  or  contribute  to  2040  cumulative 
impacts  at  1 6 study  intersections;  however,  significant  traffic  impacts  would  not  occur  at 
the  intersections  of  Fourth/ 16th  Streets  or  Mariposa  Street/I-280  northbound  off-ramp,  and 
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instead  would  occur  at  the  intersections  of  Pennsylvania/Cesar  Chavez  Streets/1-280 
northbound  off-ramp  and  Pennsylvania  Street/1-280  southbound  off-ramp.  Therefore,  the 
Project's  contribution  to  this  2040  cumulative  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-lla:  Additional  PCOs  During  Overlapping 
Events 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llb:  Participation  in  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

2.  Impact  C-TR-3:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  at 
Freeway  Ramps.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-220;  RTC.  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project,  in 
combination  with  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  development  in  San 
Francisco,  would  contribute  considerably  to  cumulative  traffic  impacts  at  three  freeway 
ramps  (i.e.,  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  at  Fifth/Bryant  Streets.  1-80  westbound  off-ramp  at 
Fifth/Harrison  Streets,  and  1-280  southbound  on-ramp  at  Mariposa  Street). 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-T'R-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  the  Project's 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  related  to  event-related  traffic  conditions  but  would 
not  mitigate  the  contribution  to  less-than-significant  levels.  Therefore,  the  Project's 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  at  the  ramp  locations  is  considered  significant  and 
unavoidable  w ith  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
T ransportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

3.  Impact  C-TR-5:  Project  Traffic  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  to 
Regional  Transit.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.2-226;  RTC.  Response  TR-2.)  The  Project 
would  result  in  significant  cumulative  transit  impacts  to  regional  transit.  Implementation 
of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service.  Mitigation  Measure  M- 

I R-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service,  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14: 
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Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during  Overlapping  Events  would  reduce  or 
minimize  the  severity  of  the  capacity  utilization  exceedances  for  the  regional  transit 
service  providers,  although  not  to  less  than  significant  levels.  Accordingly,  the  Project's 
cumulative  impacts  to  regional  transit  capacity  would  remain  significant  and  unavoidable 
with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and  Bus  Service 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay 
During  Overlapping  Events 

B.  Noise 


1.  Impact  C-NO-2:  Project  Contribution  to  Cumulative  Impacts  on  Crowd  and 
Traffic  Noise.  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.3-42;  RTC.  Response  NOI-2b.)  Operation  of  the 
Project  would  contribute  to  ambient  noise  levels  in  the  Project  vicinity.  Cumulative 
increases  in  roadway  traffic  noise  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable  during  events 
even  with  implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  Ic:  Additional  Strategies 
to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events.  Therefore,  this  impact  would 
be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-1  lc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce 
Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

C.  Air  Quality 

1.  Impact  C-AQ-1:  Project  Contribution  to  Regional  Air  Quality  Impacts. 

(GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.4-55;  FSEIR.  Chapter  12,  Sections  12.2.1.  12.2.3.  12.3.2;  Response 
AQ-I : Response  AQ-2:  Response  AQ-3:  Response  AQ-4;  Response  AQ-6;  Response 
AQ-7.)  The  analysis  of  construction-related  and  operational  criteria  pollutant  impacts 
(Impact  AQ-I  and  Impact  AQ-2,  respectively)  assesses  whether  the  Project  would  be 
considered  to  result  in  a cumulatively  considerable  contribution  to  regional  and  localized 
air  quality  impacts.  Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization, 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions,  and  Mitigation  Measure 
M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets  would  reduce  the  Project’s  contribution  to  the  cumulative 
impact,  although  it  cannot  be  certain  that  Project's  contribution  would  be  reduced  to  less 
than  cumulatively  considerable.  Therefore,  this  impact  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 
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Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 
Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 


I).  Utilities  and  Service  Systems 


1.  Impact  C-UT-2:  Wastewater  Treatment  Capacity  (GSW  DSE1R  p.  5.7-16; 
RTC.  Response  UTIL-3;  Response  UTIL-4:  Response  UTIL-5;  Response  UTIL-6.)  The 
SFPUC  has  determined  that  the  Project  in  combination  with  full  build  out  of  Mission  Bay 
South  would  result  in  wastewater  flows  that  could  exceed  the  capacity  of  the  Mariposa 
Pump  Station  and  associated  force  mains  and  conveyance  piping.  Therefore, 
improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Station  and  associated  facilities  would  be  required 
to  accommodate  the  cumulative  wastewater  flows.  While  temporary  or  interim  measures 
to  accommodate  the  Hows  would  not  result  in  significant  environmental  effects  because 
they  would  be  operational  or  internal  to  the  pump  stations,  construction  of  the  permanent 
improvements  could  potentially  result  in  significant  environmental  effects.  Because 
specific  plans  and  design  for  permanent  pump  station  improvements  and  associated  force 
mains  and  conveyance  piping  have  not  been  finalized  and  CEQA  environmental  review 
has  not  been  completed,  it  is  not  possible  at  this  time  to  conclude  whether  impacts 
resulting  from  these  improvements  could  be  mitigated  to  a less  than  significant  level. 
Furthermore,  implementation  of  any  improvements  to  the  City's  pump  stations  and  force 
mains  is  outside  of  the  Project  Sponsor's  control  and  there  is  uncertainty  in  timing  as  to 
when  the  SFPUC  will  be  able  to  complete  the  necessary  capacity  improvements. 
Therefore,  this  would  be  a significant  and  unavoidable  impact  related  to  requiring 
construction  of  new  wastewater  facilities  or  the  expansion  of  existing  wastewater 
facilities  in  the  Mariposa  sub-basin  the  construction  of  which  could  cause  significant 
environmental  impacts,  with  no  feasible  mitigation  available  to  the  Project  Sponsor. 

Cumulative  wastewater  flows  could  also  exceed  the  capacity  of  the  Mission  Bay  Sanitary 
Pump  Station,  resulting  in  a significant  impact  related  to  construction  and/or  expansion  of 
related  wastewater  facilities.  However,  the  Project's  contribution  would  not  be 
cumulatively  considerable  (i.e..  it  would  be  less  than  significant)  because  the  Mission 
Bay  Sanitary  Pump  Station  was  designed  to  accommodate  0.29  mgd  of  wastewater  flows 
from  the  project  site,  and  the  Project  would  discharge  only  0. 1 82  mgd  to  the  pump  station 
which  would  be  within  the  remaining  capacity  at  the  pump  station.  Even  so,  for  the 
reasons  mentioned  in  the  first  paragraph  above,  impacts  relating  to  the  construction  of 
expanded  wastewater  treatment  capacity  would  be  significant  and  unavoidable. 

2.  Impact  C-lJT-4:  Wastewater  Demand  (GSW  DSEIR  p.  5.7-19;  RTC.  Response 
IJTIL-5.)  The  SFPUC  has  determined  that  there  is  currently  inadequate  capacity  to  serve 
the  Project's  wastewater  demand  in  combination  with  anticipated  increased  wastewater 
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flows  from  other  projects  (including  UCSF's  demand  and  other  reasonably  foreseeable 
development).  The  impact  analysis  determined  that  the  Project's  contribution  to  this 
impact  would  be  cumulatively  considerable,  and  therefore,  this  cumulative  impact  on  the 
wastewater  system  was  determined  to  be  significant  and  unavoidable  with  mitigation. 
Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  M-C-UT-4,  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Pump 
Station  Upgrades,  would  offset  the  Project's  contribution  to  this  impact.  The  measure 
would  require  the  Project  Sponsor  to  contribute  its  fair  share  to  the  SFPUC  for  the 
required  improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Stations  and  associated  wastewater 
facilities.  However,  because  the  necessary  improvements  have  not  been  completely 
defined  and  implementation  of  the  improvements  to  the  City’s  wastewater  system  is 
outside  of  the  Project  Sponsor's  control,  this  impact  would  be  significant  and 
unavoidable  with  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  M-C-UT-4:  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Mariposa  Pump 
Station  Upgrades 

V.  EVALUATION  OF  ALTERNATIVES 

This  section  describes  the  Project  as  well  as  the  Project  alternatives  (the  “Alternatives")  and  the 
reasons  for  approving  the  Project  and  for  rejecting  the  Alternatives.  This  section  also  outlines  the 
project  objectives  and  provides  a context  for  understanding  the  reasons  for  selecting  or  rejecting 
alternatives. 

CEQA  mandates  that  an  EIR  evaluate  a reasonable  range  of  potentially  feasible  alternatives  to  a 
proposed  Project  or  the  Project  location  that  would  meet  most  of  the  project  objectives  while 
reducing  or  av  oiding  any  of  the  significant  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  Project. 

CEQA  requires  that  every  EIR  also  evaluate  a "No  Project"  alternative.  Alternatives  prov  ide  a 
basis  of  comparison  to  the  Project  in  terms  of  their  significant  impacts  and  their  effectiveness  in 
meeting  project  objectives.  This  comparative  analysis  is  used  to  consider  reasonable,  potentially 
feasible  options  for  minimizing  the  significant  env  ironmental  impacts  of  the  Project. 

After  an  extensive  alternative  screening  and  selection  process,  OC1I  selected  three  alternatives, 
in  addition  to  the  Project,  to  carry  forward  for  detailed  analysis  in  the  GSW  SEIR: 

• Alternative  A:  No  Project  Alternative 

• Alternative  B:  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 

• Alternative  C:  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330 

These  alternatives  adequately  represent  a range  of  potentially  feasible  alternatives  to  the  Project 
as  required  under  CEQA. 

The  GSW  SEIR  also  analyzed  two  Project  variants: 

• Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 
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• Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 

The  GSW  DSEIR  noted  that  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  also  served  as  an  alternative  to  the 
Project  because  it  would  meet  all  of  the  project  objectives  and  would  lessen  or  avoid  a significant 
environmental  impact  of  the  Project.  Specifically,  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  would  lessen  or 
avoid  the  Project's  potential  wind  impacts,  which  the  GSW  DSEIR  conservatively  identified  as 
significant  and  unavoidable  w ith  mitigation.  After  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  Project 
Sponsor  identified  minor  refinements  that  have  been  incorporated  into  the  Project  that  will 
reduce  the  Project's  wind  impacts  to  less  than  significant  with  mitigation.  Therefore,  because  the 
Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  no  longer  lessens  or  avoids  a significant  environmental  impact  of  the 
Project,  it  is  now  properly  treated  as  a Project  variant,  and  not  a true  alternative  to  the  Project. 

As  explained  above,  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project  and  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant 
would  be  the  same  and  the  same  mitigation  measures  would  apply,  except  that  no  mitigation 
would  be  required  to  reduce  w ind  impacts  of  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  to  a less  than 
significant  level.  As  further  explained  above.  OC11  is  approving  the  Project  so  either  the  Project 
or  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  may  be  implemented  by  the  Project  Sponsor,  at  the  sponsor’s 
election. 

The  GSW  FSEIR  noted  that  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant  would  result  in  an 
incremental  noise  reduction  at  1 learst  Tower,  and  therefore,  an  incremental  reduction  in  the 
crowd  noise  impact  identified  in  the  GSW  DSEIR  as  significant  and  unavoidable.  Even  with  the 
incremental  reduction,  however,  the  Project  could  still  result  in  a substantial  increase  in  noise 
levels  and  the  incremental  reduction  would  not  be  sufficient  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a less-than- 
significant  level.  In  any  event,  as  explained  above,  the  Muni  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  Variant 
has  been  incorporated  into  the  Project  approved  by  OCII  and  thus  need  not  be  discussed  in  this 
section. 

A.  Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Project 

The  Project  will  meet  all  of  the  Project  Objectives  identified  above  in  Section  1C.  and  will 
provide  numerous  public  benefits  as  explained  in  greater  detail  in  Section  VI. 

I.  Construct  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San  Francisco  that  meets  NBA 
requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  he  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and 
entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from 
approximately  3,000-18,500,  and  expands  opportunities  for  the  City ’s  tourist,  hotel  and 
convention  business. 


The  Project  includes  the  construction  of  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in  San 
Francisco  that  meets  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting 
events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from 
approximately  3,000-1 8,500.  Although  the  event  center  is  one  of  the  smallest  venues  used  by 
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NBA  basketball  teams,  it  meets  the  NBA's  requirements  and  will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to 
meet  the  market  demand  for  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  games.  Further,  the  event  center 
will  provide  sufficient  capacity  to  accommodate  a variety  of  desirable  events,  including  other 
sporting  events,  small  and  large  concerts  and  shows,  conventions  and  conferences,  and  other 
family  events.  No  similar-sized  event  center  currently  exists  in  San  Francisco,  so  the 
construction  of  the  event  center  will  attract  events  to  the  City  that  cannot  be  accommodated  by 
other  venues.  By  providing  a state-of-the-art  event  center  that  can  accommodate  a wide  variety 
of  small-  and  large-scale  events,  including  Warriors  basketball  games,  the  Project  will  benefit 
City  residents  and  expand  opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

2.  Provide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail 
uses , to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year- 
round.  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding 
neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project. 

The  Project  provides  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development  to  create  a lively  local 
and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round.  In  addition  to  the  event  center, 
the  Project  includes  a mix  of  office  use.  retail,  and  open  space  that  will  promote  visitor  activity 
and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use.  and  provide  amenities  to  v isitors  of 
the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood.  The  Project  is  also  financially  feasible 
for  the  Project  Sponsor  and  will  provide  substantial  tax  revenue  available  for  OC1I  to  support  the 
construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 

3.  Develop  a project  that  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability 
standards. 

The  Project  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability  standards.  The  Project 
is  designed  to  Leadership  in  Energy  and  Environmental  Design  ("LEED  S ")  Gold  standards  and 
incorporates  a variety  of  design  features  to  provide  energy  and  water  conservation  and 
efficiency,  encourage  alternative  transportation,  promote  a healthy  indoor  environment, 
minimize  waste,  and  maximize  recycling  opportunities. 

4.  Optimize  public  transit,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  to  the  site  by  locating  the  project 
within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional  transit  hubs,  and  adjacent  to  routes  that 
provide  safe  and  convenient  access  for  pedestrians  and  bicycles. 

The  Project  is  located  in  an  urban  infill  area  in  Mission  Bay,  immediately  adjacent  to  local  transit 
stops  and  less  than  a mile  from  other  regional  transit  resources,  including  Caltrain.  Bay  Area 
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Rapid  Transit,  AC  Transit,  Golden  Gate  Transit,  other  regional  carriers.  The  Project  will  also 
implement  a number  of  off-site  roadway  network  and  curb  regulations,  and  transit  network, 
pedestrian  and  bicycle  network  improvements  in  the  project  site  vicinity,  including  roadway 
restriping,  intersection  signalization.  on-street  parking,  new  perimeter  sidewalks,  bicycle  lanes, 
signage  and  other  improvements. 

Further,  as  part  of  the  Project,  the  Project  Sponsor  prepared  and  will  implement  a TMP.  The 
TMP  is  a management  and  operating  plan  to  facilitate  multimodal  access  at  the  event  center 
during  Project  operation.  The  TMP  includes  various  management  strategies  designed  to  reduce 
use  of  single-occupant  vehicles  and  to  increase  the  use  of  rideshare,  transit,  bicycle,  and  walking 
for  trips  to  and  from  the  project  site. 

5.  Provide  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  project  sponsor 's 
reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  project  visitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

The  Project  provides  adequate  parking  and  vehicular  access  that  meets  NBA  and  the  Project 
Sponsor's  reasonable  needs  for  the  event  center  and  serves  the  needs  of  Project  v isitors  and 
employees,  while  encouraging  the  use  of  transit,  bicycle,  and  other  alternative  modes  of 
transportation. 

6.  Provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to  attract 
those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  lack  of  a world  class  3,000- 
4, 000  seat  facility. 


The  Project  will  provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient  size  to 
attract  those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  the  limited  availability  of  such 
world  class  facilities.  The  City  is  currently  unable  to  attract  or  accommodate  certain  events 
because  there  are  no  venues  in  the  city  with  the  flexibility  for  such  small  or  large  seating 
capacities  that  can  accommodate  such  events.  With  the  event  center,  the  City  will  be  able  to 
accommodate  such  events,  for  which  there  is  a high  demand  in  the  City. 

7.  Develop  a project  that  promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900).  as  amended. 


The  Project  will  promote  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency,  greenhouse  gas 
reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job  creation  consistent  with  the 
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objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement  Through  Environmental 
Leadership  Act  (AB  900).  as  amended. 

The  Project  also  meets  the  major  redevelopment  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan.  These  major  redevelopment  objectives  are  also  the  primary  objectives  of 
the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  as  set  forth  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSE1R.  (GSW 
DSEIR.  p.  3-4.) 


1.  Eliminating  blighting  influences  and  correcting  environmental  deficiencies  in  the  Plan 
Area,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  abnormally  high  vacancies,  abandoned  buildings, 
incompatible  land  uses,  depreciated  or  stagnant  property  values,  and  inadequate  or 
deteriorated  public  improvements,  facilities  and  utilities. 

2.  Retaining  and  promoting,  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  academic  and 
research  activities  associated  with  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco  ("LICSF"). 
which  seeks  to  prov  ide  space  for  existing  and  new  programs  and  consolidate  academic 
and  support  units  from  many  dispersed  sites  at  a single  major  new  site  which  can 
accommodate  the  2.650.000  square  foot  program  analyzed  in  the  UCSF  Long  Range 
Development  Plan. 

3.  Assembling  land  into  parcels  suitable  for  modern,  integrated  development  with  improved 
pedestrian  and  vehicular  circulation  in  the  Plan  Area. 

4.  Replanning,  redesigning  and  developing  undeveloped  and  underdeveloped  areas  which 
are  improperly  utilized. 

5.  Providing  flexibility  in  the  development  of  the  Plan  Area  to  respond  readily  and 
appropriately  to  market  conditions. 

6.  Prov  iding  opportunities  for  participation  by  owners  in  the  redevelopment  of  their 
properties. 

7.  Strengthening  the  community  's  supply  of  housing  by  facilitating  economically  feasible, 
affordable  housing  through  installation  of  needed  site  improvements  and  expansion  and 
improvement  of  the  housing  supply  by  the  construction  of  up  to  approximately  3.440 
very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  and  market-rate  units,  including  approximately 
1.100  units  of  very  low-,  low-  and  moderate-income  housing. 

8.  Strengthening  the  economic  base  of  the  Plan  Area  and  the  community  by  strengthening 
retail  and  other  commercial  functions  in  the  Plan  Area  through  the  addition  of  up  to 
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approximately  335,000  Leasable  square  feet  of  retail  space  and  a hotel  of  up  to  500 
rooms  and  associated  uses,  depending  on  the  amount  of  residential  uses  constructed  in  the 
Hotel  land  use  district,  and  about  5,953,600  Leasable  square  feet  of  mixed  office, 
research  and  development  and  light  manufacturing  uses. 


9.  Facilitating  emerging  commercial-industrial  sectors  including  those  expected  to  emerge 
or  expand  due  to  their  proximity  to  the  UCSF  new  site,  such  as  research  and 
development,  bio-technical  research,  telecommunications,  business  service,  multi-media 
services,  and  related  light  industrial,  through  improvement  of  transportation  access  to 
commercial  and  industrial  areas,  improvement  of  safety  within  the  Plan  Area,  and  the 
installation  of  needed  site  improvements  to  stimulate  new  commercial  and  industrial 
expansion,  employment,  and  economic  grow  th. 

10.  Facilitating  public  transit  opportunities  to  and  within  the  Plan  Area  to  the  extent  feasible. 

1 1.  Providing  land  in  an  amount  of  approximately  41  acres  for  a variety  of  publicly 
accessible  open  spaces. 

12.  Achieving  the  objectives  described  above  in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible. 

The  Project  is  consistent  with  ail  of  the  above  major  redevelopment  project  objectives.  The 
successful  completion  of  the  Plan  Area  is  dependent  on  economically  feasible  land  uses,  such  as 
the  Project,  that  will  provide  the  revenues  to  repay  the  bonded  indebtedness  used  to  build  the 
public  infrastructure  for  the  area.  The  Project  will  improve  underutilized  blocks  within  the  Plan 
Area  and  will  provide  substantial  economic  benefits  within  the  Plan  Area. 

The  area  surrounding  the  Project  has  already  been  substantially  built  out  with  commercial, 
industrial  and  other  uses.  Construction  of  the  Project  would  develop  one  of  the  few  remaining 
vacant  and  under-utilized  parcels  in  this  area.  In  doing  so.  the  Project  would  secure  the  Property, 
increase  the  diversity  of  uses  in  the  area,  contribute  towards  creating  an  attractive  and  interesting 
urban  environment,  and  reduce  the  need  for  Plan  Area  residents  and  employees  to  drive  to  reach 
retail,  food,  and  recreation  resources.  There  are  few  existing  retail,  restaurant,  and  entertainment 
uses  within  the  Plan  Area:  by  including  those  uses,  the  Project  would  contribute  vitality  to 
Mission  Bay's  street  life  and  activate  its  pedestrian  realms,  which  would  generally  benefit 
Mission  Bay  including  the  employees,  students,  and  visitors  that  use  the  UCSF  campus. 

Furthermore,  the  Project  includes  implementation  of  several  improvements  to  the  existing  public 
transit  network  and  open  space  near  the  Property.  For  example,  the  Project  will  provide 
expanded  Mission  Bay  Transportation  Management  Association  (“TMA”)  shuttle  service  to 
increase  frequency  of,  and  the  number  of  stops  offered  by,  the  shuttle  service  in  Mission  Bay 
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South.  These  shuttle  service  improvements  would  be  an  integrated  part  of  the  Mission  Bay  TMA 
network  and  would  continue  to  be  free  of  charge  for  all  residents  and  employees  in  Mission  Bay, 
regardless  of  their  origin  or  destination.  The  Project  would  enhance  Plan  Area  open  space 
through  the  creation  of  a substantial  public  plaza  and  creation  of  enhanced  public  views, 
including  the  elevated  view  terrace  located  on  the  Bayfront  Terrace  and  overlooking  the 
Bayfront  Park  and  the  Bay  beyond.  The  Project  would  also  draw  many  more  members  of  the 
public  to  the  Plan  Area,  allow  ing  a greater  number  of  people  to  experience  and  enjoy  the  Bay. 
the  shoreline  parks  and  the  Mission  Bay  open  space. 

B.  Environmentally  Superior  Alternative 

CEQA  Guidelines  section  1 5 1 26.6  requires  that  each  E1R  identify  the  "environmentally  superior 
alternative"  among  those  considered.  If  the  No  Project  Alternative  is  identified  as 
environmentally  superior,  then  the  EIR  must  also  identify  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative  among  the  other  alternatives.  (CEQA  Guidelines.  § 15126.6.  subd.  (e)(2).) 

As  discussed  in  the  SEIR.  Alternative  A.  the  No  Project,  would  result  in  substantially  less  severe 
environmental  impacts  than  the  Project.  How  ever,  per  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15126.6.  if  the 
environmentally  superior  alternative  is  the  "no  project”  alternative,  an  EIR  shall  also  identify  an 
environmentally  superior  alternative  among  the  other  alternatives.  The  three  remaining 
alternatives  consist  of  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative,  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32 
and  Seawall  Lot  330,  and  the  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant.  As  discussed  more  fully  below,  infra 
Section  VC.  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternatives  would  result  in  somewhat  less  severe 
environmental  impacts  than  the  Project,  including  transportation,  noise,  air  quality,  and 
wastewater  demand;  however,  this  alternative  would  not  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  any  of  the 
significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  I he  Off-site  Alternative 
at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  more  effectively  avoid  and  substantially  reduce  the 
severity  of  a number  of  significant  impacts  related  to  noise,  air  quality,  and  utilities  that  were 
identified  for  the  Project;  however,  this  alternative  would  result  in  substantially  more  severe 
significant  impacts  related  to  noise,  vibration,  and  air  quality,  and  also  introduce  new  significant 
and  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  related  to  transportation  and  biological  resources  that  would 
not  occur  under  the  Project.  The  Third  Street  Plaza  Variant  would  have  all  of  the  same 
significant  impacts  as  the  Project. 

Therefore,  overall,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  is  considered  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative,  because  it  would  reduce  the  severity  of  adverse  environmental  effects  across  a broad 
range  of  environmental  resources  and  would  not  result  in  any  new  significant  environmental 
impacts.  (See  also  GSW  DSEIR.  pp.  7-99  - 7-109.  8-1  - 8-14.) 

C.  SEIR  Alternatives  Rejected  and  Reasons  for  Rejection 
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The  OCII  Commission  rejects  the  Alternatives  set  forth  in  the  I SI  JR.  and  listed  below,  because 
the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  there  is  substantial  evidence,  including  evidence  of  economic, 
legal,  social,  technological,  and  other  considerations  described  in  this  section  and  elsewhere  in 
the  record  on  these  proceedings  under  CEQA  Guidelines  section  15091.  subdivision  (a)(3).  that 
make  the  Alternatives  infeasible.  In  making  these  determinations,  OCII  is  aware  that  CEQA 
defines  “feasibility"  to  mean  “capable  of  being  accomplished  in  a successful  manner  within  a 
reasonable  period  of  time,  taking  into  account  economic,  environmental,  social,  legal,  and 
technological  factors."  (Pub.  Resources  Code,  § 21061 .1;  see  also  Goleta  //,  supra,  52  Cal. 3d  at 
p.  565.)  OCII  is  also  aware  that  under  CEQA  case  law  the  concept  of  “feasibility"  encompasses 
(i)  the  question  of  whether  a particular  alternative  promotes  the  underlying  goals  and  objectives 
of  the  project,  and  (ii)  the  question  of  whether  an  alternative  is  “desirable"  from  a policy 
standpoint  to  the  extent  that  desirability  is  based  on  a reasonable  balancing  of  the  relevant 
economic,  environmental,  social,  legal  and  technological  factors.  (See,  e.g..  City  of  Del  Mar, 
supra , 133  Cal.App.3d  at  p.  417;  Sequoyah  Hills  Homeowners  Assn.  v.  City  of  Oakland  ( 1993) 

23  Cal.App.4th  704.  715;  CNPS,  supra , 1 77  Cal.App.4th  at  p.  1001.) 

1.  Alternative  A:  No  Project  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Project  Alternative,  the  Golden  State  Warriors  organization  would  not  relocate  to 
San  Francisco,  and  Blocks  29-32  in  the  Mission  Bay  South  Plan  Area  would  not  be  developed 
with  the  event  center  and  mixed-use  development  described  in  Section  I.  Instead,  it  is  assumed 
that  in  the  short  term,  the  Warriors  organization  would  exercise  its  option  to  stay  in  Oakland,  and 
accordingly,  the  team  would  continue  to  play  its  home  games  at  Oracle  Arena  and  lease  their 
management  offices  and  practice  facility  at  the  Oakland  Convention  Center  in  Oakland.  Oracle 
Arena,  built  in  1966  and  remodeled  in  1996.  is  the  oldest  facility  still  in  use  by  the  NBA. 
Therefore,  under  this  alternative,  it  is  likely  that  the  Warriors  organization  would  either  build  a 
new  arena  at  its  current  location  or  relocate  and  build  a new  facility  in  the  long  term  in  the  Bay 
Area  or  elsewhere. 

Currently,  there  are  no  other  development  proposals  pending  at  Blocks  29-32.  but  given  its  prime 
location,  existing  entitlement,  and  ongoing  development  on  similar  sites  adjacent  to  or  near  to 
Blocks  29-32.  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  development  at  Blocks  29-32  would  occur  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  Thus,  the  No  Project  Alternative  does  not  assume  that  the  project  site  at 
Blocks  29-32  would  remain  under  its  current  vacant  conditions,  but  rather  that  the  site  would  be 
developed.  Consistent  with  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15126.6,  subdivision  (e)(2),  this  scenario 
represents  what  is  reasonably  expected  to  occur  in  the  foreseeable  future  if  the  Project  were  not 
approved,  based  on  current  plans,  available  infrastructure,  and  community  services.  Specifically, 
the  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that  Blocks  29-32  would  be  developed  with  another  mixed- 
use  development  project  consistent  with  the  restrictions  and  controls  established  in  the  Mission 
Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  the  South  Design  for  Development. 
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For  the  purposes  of  the  GSW  DSEIR,  a hypothetical  development  scenario  was  developed  that 
conforms  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  associated  Design  for 
Development,  which  allows  all  building  to  be  a maximum  of  90  feet  in  height,  except  for  one 
160-foot  high  tower  on  Block  29.  The  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that  approximately 
1.056.000  gross  square  feet  ("gst")  of  commercial/industrial  plus  31.700  gsf  of  retail  uses  would 
be  developed  at  Blocks  29-32.  for  a total  of  1 .087.700  gsf.  There  would  be  no  event  center.  The 
commercial/industrial  uses  would  presumably  consist  of  office  and  research/development  uses, 
w ith  a 13-story,  160-foot  tall  office  tower  located  on  Block  29  along  Third  Street  and  varying 
heights  of  office  mid-rise  buildings,  all  less  than  90  feet  in  height,  throughout  Blocks  29.  30.  31. 
and  32.  One-  to  two-story  retail  uses  would  be  located  at  the  corner  of  Third  and  South  Streets  on 
Block  29  and  along  the  re-aligned  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard  on  Block  30.  There  would  be 
two.  above-grade,  five-  to  five-and-a-half-story  parking  structures,  one  on  South  Street  and  one 
on  16th  Street,  w ith  1.050  parking  stalls  on-site,  plus  132  spaces  off-site  at  the  South  Street 
garage,  for  a total  of  1 . 1 82  spaces.  It  is  assumed  that  publicly  accessible  open  spaces  would  be 
provided  amidst  the  office  buildings.  Possible  future  uses  for  this  hypothetical  development 
scenario  could  include  biotech  uses.  UCSF-related  uses,  or  a wide  variety  of  private  or  public 
uses  that  are  allowed  as  principle  uses  under  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan. 

This  scenario  assumes  that  no  further  CEQA  environmental  review  would  be  required  beyond 
the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  that  no  amendments  to  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 
or  Design  for  Development  would  be  needed,  although  OC11  would  make  a final  determination 
as  to  the  need  for  supplemental  CEQA  environmental  review  or  minor  changes  to  Mission  Bay 
planning  documents  on  a project-specific  basis. 

The  No  Project  Alternative  is  rejected  as  infeasible  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Environmental  Impacts:  The  No  Project  Alternative  would  result  in  similar  impacts  to 
those  disclosed  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  and  would  be  subject  to  all  mitigation  measures 
identified  in  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  applicable  to  Blocks  29-32.  Many  impacts  of  the  No  Project 
Alternative  would  also  be  similar  to  those  of  the  Project.  This  is  because  many  of  the  impacts 
would  result  from  the  conversion  of  a vacant  parcel  at  this  same  location  to  a fully  developed 
City  block,  regardless  of  the  type  of  the  development,  and  the  same  or  similar  mitigation  or 
improvement  measures  identified  for  the  Project  would  apply  to  the  No  Project  Alternative.  As 
explained  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  however,  the  No  Project  Alternative  would  reduce  or  avoid 
numerous  significant  impacts  of  the  Project.  (GSW  DSEIR.  pp.  7-32  to  7-46.)  Overall,  the  No 
Project  Alternative  would  result  in  substantially  less  severe  environmental  impacts  than  the 
Project  but  would  fail  to  meet  the  basic  objectives  of  the  Project,  as  explained  below. 

(b)  Project  Objectives:  This  alternative  would  not  meet,  or  would  substantially  reduce  the 
ability  to  meet,  the  project  objectives  identified  in  the  GSW  FSEIR.  The  No  Project  Alternative 
would  fail  to  achieve  the  primary  objective  of  the  Project  Sponsor  of  constructing  a new  multi- 
purpose event  center  and  home  court  for  the  Golden  State  Warriors  NBA  basketball  team  that 
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can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with 
events  ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3.000-1 8,500  and  expands  opportunities  for  the 
City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business.  Further,  this  alternative  would  not  optimize  or 
provide  public  transit,  pedestrian,  parking,  and  vehicular  and  bicycle  access  to  an  event  center, 
nor  would  it  provide  the  City  with  a 3.000  to  4.000  seat  performing  arts  venue.  Lastly,  because 
the  No  Project  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of  development  at  the  site,  the 
alternative  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the  Project  in  meeting  the  Project  objective 
to  “[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail  uses, 
to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes 
visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use.  provides  amenities 
to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a 
financially  feasible  project."  As  explained  below,  the  reduction  in  development  would  generate 
far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and 
open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure. 

(c)  Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

The  No  Project  Alternative  includes  a substantially  reduced  amount  of  development  compared  to 
the  Project,  which  would  substantially  reduce  the  amount  of  tax  increment  bonds  available  to 
support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water 
quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Specifically,  the  No  Project  Alternative  assumes  that 
approximately  1,056,000  gsf  of  commercial/industrial  plus  31,700  gsf  of  retail  uses  would  be 
developed  at  Blocks  29-32,  for  a total  of  1,087.700  gsf.  The  Project,  by  comparison,  includes  a 
total  of  1.955.000  gsf  of  development.  The  property  tax  base,  and  therefore  the  tax  increment 
bonding  capacity,  is  driven  directly  by  the  construction  costs  associated  with  each  project,  as 
well  as  assumptions  about  whether  those  buildings  are  sold  at  market  value,  or  remain  on  the  tax 
rolls  at  construction  value.  As  explained  in  greater  detail  below,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that 
reducing  the  intensity  of  development  at  the  site  to  the  levels  proposed  under  the  Reduced 
Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment  bonds  available  to  OCII.  The 
No  Project  Alternative  includes  even  less  development  than  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 
( 1 .087.700  total  gsf  for  the  No  Project  Alternative  compared  to  1 ,548.000  total  gsf  under  the 
Reduced  Intensity  Alternative).  Therefore,  the  OC1!  Commission  finds  that  the  No  Project 
Alternative  wouid  substantially  reduce  the  amount  of  tax  increment  bonds  available  to  support 
the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality, 
and  transportation  infrastructure.  OCII  considers  this  to  be  an  undesirable  policy  outcome,  and 
one  that  (as  mentioned  above)  would  not  be  as  effective  as  the  Project  in  meeting  the  objective  to 
“[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to 
create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes 
visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use,  provides  amenities 
to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a 
financially  feasible  project." 
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The  OCII  Commission  rejects  the  No  Project  Alternative  on  each  of  these  grounds 
independently.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  to  be  sufficient  independent 
grounds  for  rejecting  the  No  Project  Alternative  as  infeasible. 

2.  Alternative  B:  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  was  designed  to  reduce  transportation  and  construction- 
related  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  This  alternative  is  identical  to  the  Project 
with  respect  to  the  event  center's  design  and  siting  on  Blocks  29-32.  but  the  mixed  use 
development  of  commercial-industrial-retail  uses  throughout  the  rest  of  the  site  would  be 
reduced  in  scale  by  40  percent.  The  office  uses  would  be  reduced  from  580.000  to  373.000  gsf, 
retail  uses  would  be  reduced  from  125.000  to  75.000  gsf.  and  on-site,  subgrade  parking  reduced 
from  950  to  750  stalls.  The  total  development  would  be  reduced  from  1.955.000  to  1.673.000 
gsf,  or  a reduction  of  282.000  gsf.  Reducing  the  size  of  the  event  center  was  considered,  but  was 
determined  not  to  be  potentially  feasible  due  to  the  current  standards  of  the  NBA  for  professional 
basketball  games,  the  current  market  demand  for  season  tickets,  and  the  likelihood  that  reducing 
the  size  or  scale  of  the  event  center  would  not  avoid  or  lessen  the  significant  and  unavoidable 
transportation-related  impacts. 

In  addition,  there  would  be  only  one  instead  of  two  160-foot-tall  office  towers;  the  tow  er  at  Third 
and  16th  Streets  would  be  lowered  by  seven  floors,  such  that  the  height  of  this  structure  would  be 
55  feet  instead  of  160  feet.  Retail  uses  would  be  reduced  across  the  project  site,  with  5,000  gsf 
less  at  the  South  Street  podium.  5.000  gsf  less  at  the  Gatehouse.  I 1 .000  gst  less  at  the  16th  Street 
podium,  and  29.000  gsf  less  at  the  food  hall  complex  at  South  Street  and  Terry  A.  Francois 
Boulevard.  Like  the  Project,  the  same  gatehouse  would  be  located  mid-block  along  Third  Street, 
and  vehicle  access  would  be  from  South  and  16th  Streets.  The  area  of  open  space  would  be  the 
same  as  that  for  the  Project  (i.e.  3.2  acres). 

Operations  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  be  essentially  the  same  as  that  for  the 
Project.  The  event  center  operations  would  be  identical,  as  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR, 
Chapter  3,  Table  3-3.  Operations  of  the  office  and  retail  uses  would  be  expected  to  be  the  same 
as  for  the  Project,  though  reduced  in  scale  commensurate  with  the  reduced  gross  square  footage 
of  uses.  For  the  purposes  of  this  alternatives  analysis,  it  is  assumed  that  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  would  incorporate  the  same  design  standards,  infrastructure  improvements,  and 
transportation  management  planning  assumptions  as  those  under  the  Project. 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  is  rejected  as  infeasible  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  Environmental  Impacts: 

Impacts  of  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  be  similar  to  those  of  the  Project  with 
respect  to  nearly  all  resource  areas.  This  is  because  many  of  the  impacts  would  result  from  the 
development  of  a vacant  parcel  with  an  event  center  and  mixed-use  development,  regardless  of 
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the  size  of  the  mixed-use  development.  And  in  all  eases,  the  same  mitigation  or  improvement 
measures  identified  for  the  Project  would  apply  to  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative. 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  not  avoid  or  substantially  lessen  any  of  the  significant 
and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  identified  for  the  Project.  Nor  would  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  result  in  any  changes  to  the  significance  determinations  identified  for  the  Project,  and 
all  mitigation  measures  would  apply  to  this  alternative.  However,  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  would  have  similar  but  slightly  less  severe  significant  impacts  than  the  Project  (i.e.. 
the  significance  determination  would  be  the  same  but  the  severity,  magnitude  and/or  frequency 
of  the  impact  would  be  notably  less)  with  respect  several  resource  areas,  as  explained  in  the 
GSW  DSEIR.  (GSW  DSEIR,  pp.  7-66  to  7-67.)  Overall,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative 
would  not  provide  substantial  environmental  benefits  in  comparison  to  the  Project. 

(b)  Project  Objectives: 

This  alternative  would  not  meet,  or  would  substantially  reduce  the  ability  to  meet,  the  project 
objectives  identified  in  the  GSW  SEIR.  Because  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would 
include  an  event  center  identical  to  the  Project,  this  alternative  would  meet  the  project  objectives 
related  to  providing  a venue  for  sporting  events,  entertainment,  and  convention  purposes. 
However,  because  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of 
office  development  at  the  site,  the  alternative  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the 
Project  in  meeting  the  Project  objective  to  “[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use 
development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving 
destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the 
event  center  is  not  in  use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the 
surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project."  As  explained  below, 
the  reduction  in  office  space  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes 
such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 

( c ) Other  Feasibility  and  Policy  Considerations: 

The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  jeopardize  the  economic  feasibility  of  the 
Project  and  would  reduce  the  economic  benefits  the  Project  will  provide  for  the  Mission  Bay 
area,  as  well  as  the  entire  City.  The  components  of  the  Project  other  than  the  event  center,  such 
as  the  office  buildings  and  retail  component,  are  critical  to  the  Project’s  overall  economic  model. 
The  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the  overall  size  of  the  Project  by  reducing  the 
non-event  center  components;  the  retail  component  of  the  Project  would  be  reduced  from 
125,000  square  feet  to  75,000  and  the  non-GSW  office  component  from  580,000  to  373.000,  for 
a total  reduction  of  282,000  square  feet.  In  addition,  the  on-site  parking  garage  would  be 
reduced  from  950  to  750  spaces.  The  retail  programming  for  the  Project  is  necessary  to  provide 
an  active  and  lively  visitor-serving  destination,  and  a sufficiently  sized  amount  of  retail  is 
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necessary  to  ensure  the  attractiveness  of  the  event  center  to  prospective  patrons.  However, 
supporting  the  retail  tenants  on  non-event  days  is  an  important  factor  in  attracting  and 
maintaining  a v ibrant  retail  tenant  base.  As  a result,  the  office  components  of  the  Project  w ill 
afford  the  retail  proprietors  the  benefit  of  an  on-site  population  of  potential  customers,  even  on 
days  when  the  Event  Center  is  not  active.  Thus,  the  significant  reduction  in  the  office 
component  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  necessarily  result  in  a reduced 
potential  customer  base,  thereby  increasing  the  potential  risk  of  any  prospective  retail  tenant. 
Consequently,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  not  be  as  effective  as  the  Project  in 
meeting  the  objective  to  “[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development,  including 
office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active 
year-round,  promotes  visitor  activ  ity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in 
use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood, 
and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project.” 

Furthermore,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment 
bonds  available  to  OCII  to  support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space, 
and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Compared  w ith  the  Project, 
the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  lead  to  a reduction  over  the  next  25  years  of 
approximately  $45  million  ($1  1 .7  million  to  the  normal  taxing  entities.  $9  million  to  affordable 
housing,  and  $24.3  million  to  parks  and  open  space  and  infrastructure).'1 

It  is  anticipated  that,  because  of  immediate  needs  and  contractual  obligations,  OCII  w ill  issue 
bonds  against  certain  of  these  revenues  to  provide  immediately  available  funds  to  advance  goals 
around  affordable  housing  and  infrastructure,  especially  important  in  a growing  community  like 
Mission  Bay.  The  potential  financial  consequences  of  going  forw  ard  with  the  Reduced  Density 
Alternative  can  be  determined  through  a series  of  ty  pical  bonding  assumptions  (i.e..  a 5%  interest 
rate,  25  year  amortization,  full  utilization  of  all  revenue  for  debt  service  because  debt  service 
coverage  is  provided  by  AB1290  subordination,  and  reserves  and  issuance  costs  of 
approximately  8%).  Applying  these  assumptions  to  the  revenue  from  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  results  in  net  proceeds  from  tax  increment  bonds  sales  being  lowered  by 
approximately  $1 3.49  million  ($3.64  million  for  affordable  housing  and  $9.85  million  for  parks 
and  open  space  and  infrastructure)  compared  with  what  would  occur  under  the  Project.  In 
addition,  due  to  the  2%  annual  growth  (which  is  not  used  for  debt  service),  another 

5 GSW  Arena  ETC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23,  2015:  Attachment-  Golden  State 
Warriors.  EEC,  Jennifer  Cabalquinto.  Memorandum.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015. 

6 GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts.  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  20 1 5:  Attachment  - Mission  Bay 
Development  Group.  Seth  Hamalian.  Letter  to  Clarke  Miller.  Re:  Relative  difference  in  property 
tax  base  and  tax  increment  bonding  capacity  between  the  proposed  project  and  a lower  density 
alternative.  October  13,  2015. 
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approximately  $7.3  million  of  direct  increment  ($2  million  for  affordable  housing  and  $5.3 
million  for  parks  and  open  space  and  infrastructure)  would  also  be  lost  compared  with  what 
would  occur  under  the  Project.  These  amounts  of  money  foregone  under  the  Reduced  Intensity 
Alternative  represents  a conservative  assessment  and  the  actual  amount  of  lost  revenue  would 
likely  be  much  greater.7  Thus,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that,  compared  to  the  Project,  the 
Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  tax  increment  bonds  available  to 
OCII  to  support  the  construction  of  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space  and  critical  utility, 
water  quality  and  transportation  infrastructure  in  the  Mission  Bay  area.  OCII  considers  this  to  be 
an  undesirable  policy  outcome,  and  one  that  (as  mentioned  above)  would  not  be  as  effective  as 
the  Project  in  meeting  the  objective  to  “[pjrovide  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use 
development,  including  office  and  retail  uses,  to  create  a lively  local  and  regional  visitor-serving 
destination  that  is  active  year-round,  promotes  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the 
event  center  is  not  in  use,  provides  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the 
surrounding  neighborhood,  and  allows  for  a financially  feasible  project. 

Further,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the  ability  to  meet  the  long-term 
planning  objectives  for  the  Mission  Bay  area.  As  explained  above,  the  Project  will  increase  the 
diversity  of  uses  in  the  area,  contribute  towards  creating  an  attractive  and  interesting  urban 
environment,  and  reduce  the  need  for  Plan  Area  residents  and  employees  to  drive  to  reach  retail, 
food,  and  recreation  resources.  There  are  few  existing  retail  and  restaurant  uses  within  the  Plan 
Area;  by  including  those  uses,  the  Project  would  contribute  vitality  to  Mission  Bay's  street  life 
and  activate  its  pedestrian  realms,  which  would  generally  benefit  Mission  Bay  including  the 
employees,  students,  and  visitors  that  use  the  UCSF  campus.  The  retail  and  office  uses  included 
in  the  Project  would  also  draw  many  more  members  of  the  public  to  the  Plan  Area,  allowing  a 
greater  number  of  people  to  experience  and  enjoy  the  Bay,  the  shoreline  parks  and  the  Mission 
Bay  open  space.  Compared  to  the  Project,  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  would  reduce  the 
ability  to  meet  these  redevelopment  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan. 

The  OCII  Commission  rejects  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  on  each  of  these  grounds 
independently.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  to  be  sufficient  independent 
grounds  for  rejecting  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  as  infeasible. 

3.  Alternative  C:  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330 

The  Project  Sponsor  previously  proposed  to  construct  a multi-purpose  event  center,  event  hall, 
public  open  space,  maritime  uses,  tire  station,  a parking  facility,  and  visitor-serving  retail  and 
restaurant  uses  on  Piers  30-32  along  the  San  Francisco  waterfront,  south  of  the  Bay  Bridge,  in 

GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  20 1 5;  Attachment  - Mission  Bay 
Development  Group,  Seth  Hamalian.  Letter  to  Clarke  Miller,  Re;  Relative  difference  in  property 
tax  base  and  tax  increment  bonding  capacity  between  the  proposed  project  and  a lower  density 
alternative,  October  13,  2015. 
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conjunction  with  a residential  and  hotel  mixed-use  development  across  The  Embarcadero  on 
Seawall  Lot  330.  As  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  this  alternative  would  be  essentially  the  same 
as  that  previous  proposal,  although  without  the  formerly  proposed  fire  station,  since  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department  has  proceeded  with  a different  plan  for  upgrading  its  waterfront 
facilities. 

Site  Description 

Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  are  located  along  The  Embarcadero,  between  Bryant  Street  and 
Brannan  Street,  just  south  of  the  Bay  Bridge,  and  within  the  jurisdictional  boundary  of  the  Port 
of  San  Francisco  (“Port").  Piers  30-32  is  an  approximately  12.7-acre  rectangular-shaped  concrete 
pier  structure  that  extends  east  from  the  bulkhead  wharf  into  the  San  Francisco  Bay.  With  the 
exception  of  Red’s  Java  House,  located  on  the  northwest  corner  of  the  piers.  Piers  30-32  have  no 
existing  on-deck  structures  and  are  used  for  surface  parking  and  an  occasional  berthing  location 
for  cruise  ships  and  other  large  vessels.  Substantial  areas  of  Piers  30-32  are  in  poor  structural 
condition  and  can  no  longer  safely  support  heavy  loads  such  as  trucks  or  large  crowds.  Seawall 
Lot  330  is  an  approximately  2.3-acre  paved  inland  site,  located  directly  across  The  Embarcadero 
from  Piers  30-32,  and  currently  operates  as  a surface  parking  lot.  The  site  is  within  the  City's 
Rincon  Point-South  Beach  neighborhood  adjacent  to  several  existing  residential  uses.  Piers  30- 
32  are  within  an  area  subject  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation  and  Development 
Commission  ("BCDC”)  San  Francisco  Waterfront  Special  Area  Plan.  In  addition.  Piers  30-32  are 
within  the  purv  iew  of  the  State  Lands  Commission  as  part  of  its  stewardship  of  state-ow  ned 
lands,  waterways,  and  resources  and  subject  to  public  trust  considerations  under  the  Burton  Act. 

Alternative  Description 

This  alternative  assumes  the  same  design  and  programming  as  the  Project  Sponsor's  previously- 
proposed  project  at  this  location,  with  the  only  exception  being  the  removal  of  the  fire  house  and 
associated  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  facilities.  The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and 
Seawall  Lot  330  would  have  an  event  center  on  Piers  30-32  with  the  same  basketball  seating 
capacity  as  the  Project  ( 1 8.064  seats),  totaling  694.944  gsf  (including  the  GSW  offices),  plus  an 
event  hall  covering  25.946  gsf.  Also  located  on  Piers  30-32.  this  off-site  alternative  would 
include  about  90.000  gsf  of  retail/restaurant  uses.  1 3. 1 72  gsf  for  services,  about  252.554  gsf  for 
parking  and  loading,  and  1 .820  gsf  for  Red's  Java  I louse,  for  a total  building  area  of  about 
1 .078.436  gsf.  The  height  of  the  event  center  would  be  1 28  feet  high,  with  seven  arena  levels, 
height  of  the  retail  buildings  32  to  58  feet,  with  1 to  3 levels,  and  the  parking  would  be  31  feet 
high,  with  3 levels.  Red's  Java  House  would  be  relocated  from  its  current  location  in  the 
northwest  corner  of  Piers  30-32  to  near  the  southwest  comer,  and  relocation  would  be  conducted 
consistent  with  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  Building  Code  requirements  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior's  Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic  Properties.  Other  proposed  facilities  on  Piers 
30-32  would  include  a water  taxi  dock,  a “dolphin"  berthing  structure,  and  over  seven  acres  of 
public  open  space  on  Piers  30-32.  There  would  be  500  parking  spaces  at  Piers  30-32.  Vehicular 
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access  would  be  at  one  midblock  access  point  on  The  Embarcadero,  between  Bryant  and 
Brannan  Streets.  Maritime  uses  include  a water  taxi  dock  on  the  north  side  and  berthing  for  deep 
water  vessels  on  the  east  side. 

Seawall  Lot  330  would  be  developed  with  a combination  of  residential,  hotel,  and  retail  uses 
(including  restaurants  and  parking)  and  would  be  designed  to  architecturally  connect  to  the 
development  at  Piers  30-32.  A total  of  534,890  gsf  of  building  development  is  proposed  at 
Seawall  Lot  330,  consisting  of  208.844  gsf  of  residential,  178,406  gsf  of  hotel,  29,854  gsf  of 
retail,  106,339  gsf  parking,  and  1 1,447  gsf  of  shared  support  areas.  The  development  would 
include  a four-story  building  (ground  level  plus  three  podium  levels  containing  a combination  of 
retail,  residential,  hotel  and  parking  uses)  above  which  a 13-story  residential  tower  would  be 
developed  in  the  south  portion  of  the  site  (i.e..  17  stories  total)  and  a 7-story  hotel  tower  in  the 
north  portion  of  the  site.  The  tallest  structure  on  Seawall  Lot  330  would  be  the  proposed 
residential  tower,  which  would  measure  approximately  175  feet  at  its  building  rooftop.  The  hotel 
would  consist  of  two  building  wings  connected  by  a multi-level  glass  bridge,  approximately  105 
feet  in  height.  The  podium  building  would  vary  in  height,  ranging  from  20  to  50  feet  depending 
on  location,  and  would  incorporate  rooftop  open  space  areas.  The  Seawall  Lot  330  development 
would  contain  multiple  ground-level  vehicular  and  pedestrian/bicycle  access  points  to  the  site, 
and  a pedestrian/bicycle  pathway  through  the  development  connecting  Main  Street  and  The 
Embarcadero.  A total  of  259  vehicle  parking  spaces  are  proposed  on  Seawall  Lot  330. 

Operations  under  this  alternative  are  assumed  to  be  essentially  the  same  as  those  of  the  Project  at 
Mission  Bay,  with  the  same  year-round  schedule  and  types  of  events  at  the  event  center,  and 
ty  pical  operational  schedules  for  the  hotel,  residential,  and  retail  uses. 

Construction  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  require 
approximately  32  months  for  the  entire  development,  about  6 months  longer  than  the 
construction  schedule  for  the  Project.  Unlike  the  Project,  extensive  in-water  construction 
activities  would  be  required  in  the  vicinity  of  Piers  30-32  due  to  the  seismic  and  structural 
upgrades  to  the  pier  structure  that  would  be  required.  At  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Piers  30-32. 
construction  activities  would  include:  demolition  of  portions  of  the  existing  Piers  30-32  pier 
deck:  removal  and/or  disconnection  of  existing  pier  piles;  installation  of  new  pier  piles  and 
reconstruction  of  the  pier  deck:  dredging  w ithin  a portion  of  the  Pier  28-30  open  water  area; 
strengthening  of  the  seawall  and  sections  of  the  bulkhead  wharf  adjacent  to  Piers  30-32  along 
The  Embarcadero  promenade:  construction  of  all  above-deck  Piers  30-32  development, 
including  foundations,  event  center  structure,  retail  buildings,  parking  and  loading  structure,  and 
open  space  features;  installation  of  associated  on-site  utilities:  interior  finishing,  exterior 
hardscaping  and  landscaping  improvements;  installation  of  floating  dock  facilities  along  the 
north  side  of  Piers  30-32;  and  installation  of  frontage  improvements  along  The  Embarcadero. 

At  Seawall  Lot  330.  construction  activities  would  include:  site  demolition,  clearing  and 
excavation;  pile  installation  and  foundation  construction;  construction  of  all  proposed  Seawall 
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Lot  330  development,  including  podium  structure  and  residential  and  hotel  towers:  installation  of 
associated  on-site  utilities:  interior  finishing;  exterior  hardscaping  and  landscaping 
improvements:  and  installation  of  frontage  improvements  along  The  Embarcadero  and  Bryant 
and  Beale  Streets. 

T his  alternative  would  require  numerous  federal  and  state  permits  and  approvals,  including 
approvals  from  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Services.  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  California  State  Lands  Commission,  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation 
and  Development  Commission,  and  California  Department  offish  and  Wildlife.  Local  approvals 
would  be  required  from  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission.  San  Francisco  Port 
Commission,  and  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  as  well  as  the  San  Francisco  voters. 

It  should  be  noted  that  this  alternative  includes  a mix  of  uses  different  than  that  of  the  Project, 
including  new  residential  and  hotel  uses  and  substantially  fewer  office  uses.  Because  of  these 
differences,  this  alternative  would  result  in  impacts  that  would  not  occur  for  the  Project, 
particularly  due  to  the  residential  uses.  I lowever.  the  program  for  this  alternative  is  based  on  the 
previous  proposal  by  the  Project  Sponsor  for  this  site,  and  was  determined  to  be  the  most  viable 
mix  of  uses  for  this  site  at  the  time  it  was  under  active  consideration. 

Under  the  Off-site  Alternative,  development  at  Blocks  29-32  at  Mission  Bay  would  not  be 
precluded.  Development  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  could  occur  concurrently  with  development 
of  Blocks  29-32  per  the  Mission  Bay  Plan,  potentially  contributing  to  localized  impacts  at  both 
sites. 

The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  is  rejected  for  the  following  reasons: 
(a)  Environmental  Impacts: 

The  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  avoid  or  lessen  some  of  the 
impacts  of  the  Project  identified  in  the  GSW  FSEIR.  but  it  would  also  result  in  different 
significant  impacts  — including  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  — that  would  not  occur 
under  the  Project. 

The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  slightly  more  severe  impacts  than  were  identified  for  the 
Project  (i.e..  impact  determination  would  change  from  LS  to  LSM  and  would  require 
implementation  of  additional  mitigation  measures  not  required  for  the  Project)  w ith  respect  to: 

• Construction  water  quality  impacts  ( Impact  would  change  from  LS  to  LSM.  There  would 
be  greater  potential  for  adverse  effects  on  water  quality  to  occur,  as  well  as  more 
complex  mitigation  requirements.) 

• Water  quality  impacts  associated  with  trash  and  littering  (Impact  would  change  from  LS 
to  LSM.) 
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The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  substantially  more  severe  significant  impacts  than  were 
identified  for  the  Project  (i.e..  impact  determination  would  change  from  LS  or  LSM  to  SU  or 
SUM  and  would  require  implementation  of  additional  and/or  different  mitigation  measures  not 
required  for  the  Project)  with  respect  to: 

• Construction  noise  levels  substantially  higher  than  ambient  levels,  exceeding  Federal 
Transit  Administration  (“FTA")  criterion  for  residential  exposure  to  construction.  (Impact 
would  change  from  LS  to  SUM.) 

• Construction  vibration  impacts  exceeding  thresholds  for  human  annoyance  at  nearby- 
sensitive  receptors.  (Impact  would  change  from  LS  to  SUM.) 

• Cumulatively  considerable  contribution  to  construction  noise  and  vibration  impacts, 
assuming  other  construction  activities  in  the  vicinity  were  to  overlap  with  the 
construction  activities.  (Impact  would  change  from  LSM  to  SUM.) 

• Exposure  of  sensitive  receptors  to  increased  PM2.5  concentrations  and  cancer  risk  from 
toxic  air  contaminant  concentrations  during  construction  and  operation  and  associated 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts.  (Impact  would  change  from  LSM  to  SUM.) 

The  Off-site  Alternative  would  have  different  significant  and  unavoidable  impacts  that  were  not 
identified  for  the  Project  (i.e..  new  SU  or  SUM  impact  and  would  require  implementation  of 
different  mitigation  measures  not  required  for  the  Project)  w ith  respect  to: 

• Traffic  impacts  at  different  intersections  than  those  identified  for  the  Project.  The  number 
of  intersections  w ith  significant  traffic  impacts  would  increase,  and  these  impacts  would 
occur  under  a greater  number  of  scenarios.  Even  though  the  Off-site  Alternative  would 
generate  fewer  vehicle  trips  than  the  Project,  traffic  impacts  would  be  substantially 
greater  due  to  its  more  central  and  congested  location  closer  to  downtown.  (Impact  would 
be  SUM.) 

• Construction  noise  impacts  on  special-status  fish  and  marine  mammals  (Impact  would  be 
SUM.) 

Overall,  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  would  avoid  and  lessen 
several  of  the  env  ironmental  impact  identified  for  Project,  but  it  would  also  result  in  new  and 
different  significant  environmental  impacts  that  would  not  occur  under  the  Project. 

(b)  Project  Objectives: 

As  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR,  the  objectives  for  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  at  Blocks  29-32  are  intended  to  be  consistent  with  the  overall  objectives  of  the 
Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan.  (GSW  DSEIR,  pp.  3-4  - 3-5.)  Development  at  Piers  30-32 
and  Seawall  Lot  330  as  proposed  in  the  Off-Site  Alternative  would  not  achieve  any  of  the 
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redevelopment  objectives  identified  for  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan,  which  are 
described  above  in  Section  V.A.  I lowever.  since  it  is  assumed  that  an  alternative  development 
would  occur  at  Blocks  29-32.  it  is  assumed  such  development  would  achieve  at  least  some  of  the 
redevelopment  objectives  identified  for  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan.  As 
discussed  in  the  context  of  the  No  Project  Alternative  above,  it  is  also  reasonable  to  assume  that 
such  an  alternative  development  on  Blocks  29-32  would  substantially  reduce  the  scale  of 
development  at  the  site  as  compared  to  the  Project,  and.  as  a result,  would  be  substantially  less 
effective  than  the  Project  in  meeting  the  redevelopment  objectives  relating  to  economic  growth 
because  the  reduction  in  development  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for 
purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water 
quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure.  Therefore,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  this 
alternative  would  substantially  reduce  the  ability  to  meet  the  project  objectives  within  the  context 
of  the  overall  objectives  of  the  Mission  Bay  Redevelopment  Plan. 

(c)  Other  Fcasibi I it\  and  Policy  Considerations: 

There  are  numerous  uncertainties  with  regard  to  the  acquisition  of  all  the  necessary  permits  and 
approvals  required  for  the  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  site,  including  permits  from  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  State  Lands  Commission.  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation  and 
Development  Commission  ("BCDC’*),  Port  of  San  Francisco,  and  voter  approval  under 
Proposition  B. 

Piers  30-32  and  SWL  Lot  330  are  both  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Port  or  San  Francisco.  The 
current  height  limits  (which  are  unchanged  from  2012)  for  those  sites  are  40  feet  and  65-105. 
respectively.  Proposition  B.  passed  by  the  voters  in  2014.  requires  that  any  height  increase  on 
property  w ithin  the  Port's  jurisdiction  from  the  height  limit  that  existed  in  June  of  2014  must  go 
to  the  San  Francisco  voters  for  approval.  Consequently,  in  order  for  the  proposed  project  to 
proceed  at  those  locations,  the  first  step  in  the  entitlement  process  would  be  to  seek  and  obtain  a 
height  reclassification  of  the  sites  at  the  ballot.  Taking  a height  reclassification  to  the  ballot 
requires  the  Project  Sponsor  wait  until  the  next  election,  and  in  advance  of  that  expend 
significant  sums  to  draft  the  ballot  measure,  collect  signatures  to  place  it  on  the  ballot,  and 

o 

campaign  for  its  approval. 

After  completing  the  height  reclassification  process  (if  successful),  the  project  would  then 
commence  seeking  project  approvals,  which  would  require  analysis  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  as  well  as  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ("NEPA”)  because 
the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (a  federal  agency)  has  certain  permitting  authority  over  the  piers. 
The  work  required  to  retrofit  the  existing  piers,  which  are  in  poor  condition,  would  be  extremely 
expensive,  costing  over  an  estimated  $120  million,  and  would  entail  in-water  work  requiring 
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certain  mitigation  measures  to  protect  biological  resources.  Under  the  Burton  Act,  a state  law 
that  governs  the  Port's  authority,  the  Port  could  not  enter  into  a lease  of  more  than  66  years  in 
length;  thus,  the  maximum  term  the  arena  could  be  leased  would  be  66  years.  As  a consequence, 
the  extremely  high  costs  of  retrofitting  the  Piers  in  order  to  allow  arena  construction  could  only 
be  amortized  over  a relatively  short  period  of  time,  making  the  recovery  of  the  capital  costs  of 
the  project  financially  infeasible  for  the  Project  Sponsor.  In  addition,  the  mitigation  measures 
required  to  protect  biological  resources  would  likely  include  limiting  the  months  in  which 
construction  can  occur,  particularly  in-water  work  in  order  to  protect  the  resources.  These 
mitigations  serve  to  increase  the  construction  times  and  risk.9 

Finally,  the  time  entailed  in  pursuing  the  required  two-part  entitlement  process  would  take 
significantly  longer  than  at  a site  not  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Port  or  subject  to  federal 
permitting  for  in-water  construction.  Piers  30-32  are  also  regulated  by  other  state  and  regional 
agencies,  in  addition  to  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers.  The  Project  Sponsor's  lease  at  its 
current  location  at  Oracle  Arena  expires  in  201  7 and  the  Project  Sponsor  must  make  a definitive 
decision  about  the  long-term  venue  for  the  team  as  quickly  as  possible  as  a result.  1 Presumably, 
the  Project  Sponsor  initially  anticipated  all  of  the  above-described  challenges  could  potentially 
be  overcome  and  the  Event  Center  at  the  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  site  could  have  been 
developed  in  a successful  manner  w ithin  a reasonable  period  of  time.  {Uphold  Our  Heritage  v. 
Town  of  Woodside  (2007)  147  Cal.App.4th  587,  600  [“No  proponent,  whether  wealthy  or  not,  is 
likely  to  proceed  with  a project  that  w ill  not  be  economically  successful."].)  However,  as  of 
today,  in  consideration  of  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  Project,  including  the  Project 
Sponsor's  goal  of  constructing  a new  NBA  Arena  in  time  for  the  2018-2019  NBA  season,  the 
OC11  Commission  finds  that  these  uncertainties,  combined  with  other  factors,  make  the 
alternative  infeasible. 

Furthermore,  development  must  occur  w ithin  the  Plan  Area  to  further  any  of  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  are  not 
located  within  the  Plan  Area.  Therefore,  the  Off-Site  Alternative  does  not  further  any  of  the 
Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  Even  if,  as  noted  above,  an 
alternative  mixed  use  development  project  was  assumed  to  be  proposed  and  ultimately  developed 
on  the  project  site  in  the  future  if  the  Off-Site  Alternative  was  selected,  OC11  finds  that  such  an 
alternative  development  on  the  project  site  would  likely  be  substantially  smaller  in  scale  as 
compared  to  the  Project,  and,  as  a result,  would  be  substantially  less  effective  than  the  Project  in 
meeting  the  redevelopment  objectives  relating  to  economic  growth  because  the  reduction  in 
development  would  generate  far  less  revenue  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding 
affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation 
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infrastructure.  Additionally,  one  of  the  major  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan 
redevelopment  objectives  is  to  successfully  complete  the  Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment 
Plan  "in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible."  Approving  the  Off-Site  Alternative  and 
assuming  an  alternative  development  project  would  be  proposed  on  the  project  site  in  the 
immediate  future  would  not  further  the  goal  to  successfully  complete  the  Mission  Bay  South 
Redevelopment  Plan  "in  the  most  expeditious  manner  feasible."  Therefore,  the  OCII 
Commission  finds  that  approval  of  the  Off-site  Alternative  would  not  further  the  Mission  Bay 
South  Redevelopment  Plan  redevelopment  objectives.  The  OCII  Commission  rejects  the  Off-site 
Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  on  each  of  these  grounds  both  collectively  and 
independently.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds 
for  rejecting  the  Off-site  Alternative  at  Piers  30-32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  as  infeasible. 

I).  Alternatives  Considered  but  Rejected  from  Further  Consideration 

Alternative  Locations 

The  DSEIR  explains  that  eleven  additional  alternative  locations  for  the  Project  were  considered 
but  rejected  because  they  either  would  not  achieve  most  of  the  basic  project  objectives,  would 
not  reduce  or  avoid  significant  environmental  Project  impacts,  and/or  do  not  represent  potentially 
feasible  alternatives  for  other  economic,  social,  or  environmental  reasons.  (GSW  DSEIR.  section 
7.5.  pp..  713  through  7-14  and  7-110  through  7-1 16.)  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these 
reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  these  alternative  locations  as  infeasible. 

Alternative  Locations  Proposed  After  Publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  GSW  DSEIR  and  after  the  end  of  the  public  comment  period  on 
the  GSW  DSEIR.  a potential  alternative  site  for  the  Project  - near  Pier  80  - proposed  by  a group 
called  the  Mission  Bay  Alliance  (“MBA"),  was  brought  to  light  through  local  media  ("MBA 
Alternative  Site").  MBA  subsequently  presented  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  to  OCII  in  a comment 
letter  on  October  1 3.  20 1 5.  which  was  more  than  tw'o  and  one  half  months  after  the  public 
comment  period  on  the  GSW  DSEIR  had  closed.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  an  approximately 
21 -acre  site  bounded  by  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  lslais  Creek  Channel,  and  Interstate  280.  Although 
this  potential  site  was  not  presented  to  OCII  until  late  in  the  environmental  review  process,  it  has 
been  thoroughly  vetted  and  is  not  considered  a feasible  option. 

First,  it  should  be  noted  that  a similar  site  is  described  in  the  GSW  DSEIR.  Among  the 
alternative  locations  that  were  considered  for  inclusion  in  the  GSW'  DSEIR  but  ultimately 
rejected  was  the  so-called  Pier  80  or  India  Basin  Area,  located  very  close  to  the  newly  proposed 
MBA  Alternative  Site.  The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  the  reasons  provided  in  the  FSEIR 
for  rejecting  the  Pier  80  or  India  Basin  Site  provides  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  also 
rejecting  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  as  infeasible. 
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In  any  event,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  not  a feasible  option 
for  the  following  additional  reasons. 

The  MBA  Alternative  Site  consists  of  approximately  12  separate  lots  located  across  the  street 
from  Pier  80  in  San  Francisco.  About  half  of  the  parcels  appear  to  be  held  by  3-4  different 
private  parties;  the  other,  larger  lots  are  controlled  by  the  City  and  the  Port  of  San  Francisco. 
The  SI  M l A currently  operates  a bus  acceptance  facility  at  the  Port  property  located  at  1399 
Marin  Street.  The  SMI  FA  owns  the  property  at  1301  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  where  it  operates  and 
is  currently  expanding  its  Islais  Creek  Motor  Coach  Facility.  This  facility  has  been  in  the 
planning  and  acquisition  stages  since  1990  and  once  completed,  will  be  among  the  SFMTA's 
largest  facilities.  Furthermore,  SFMTA  also  recently  began  construction  on  a maintenance  and 
operations  building  at  the  southeast  corner  of  the  site,  which  once  completed,  will  be  used  to 
store  and  service  buses  and  include  administrative  offices  and  a community  meeting  space. 
SFMTA  considers  these  properties  to  be  "critical''  to  its  mission.  The  Project  Sponsor  does  not 
control  or  own  the  publicly  or  privately  owned  sites  and  no  evidence  suggests  it  would  be 
feasible  for  the  Project  Sponsor  to  acquire  such  rights. 

The  parcels  located  across  from  Pier  80  are  zoned  PDR-2  and  have  heights  ranging  from  40  feet 
to  68  feet.  The  PDR-2  zoning  would  not  allow  the  office  buildings.  In  contrast  to  the  allowed 
heights,  the  proposed  Event  Center  would  be  135  feet  in  height  and  the  office  and  retail  buildings 
would  be  160  feet  in  height.  Thus,  the  development  would  not  be  permitted  without  approval  of 
ordinances  rezoning  the  permitted  uses  and  height  limits  in  the  Planning  Code  and  the  Height 
Maps  in  order  to  accommodate  the  proposed  Event  Center  and  office  buildings.  In  the  case  of  the 
Port  property,  any  increase  in  height  limit  would  require  voter  approval  due  to  the  passage  of 
Proposition  B by  the  voters  in  2014.  which  requires  voter  approval  for  any  height  increase  on 
Port  property. 

The  MBA  Alternative  Site  would  not  avoid  significant  impacts  of  the  Project,  and  would  have 
more  severe  transportation,  air  quality,  hydrology  and  water  quality  impacts. 

Access  to  this  location  would  require  a greater  proportion  of  event  attendees  to  travel  by  auto,  as 
local  and  regional  transit  service  in  the  site's  vicinity  is  limited,  and  the  site  is  located  further 
from  locations  accessible  via  bicycle  and  walk  modes.  The  T Third  light  rail  line  is  the  primary 
Muni  light  rail  route  that  would  serve  the  site.  The  19  Polk  Muni  bus  route,  with  a connection  at 
Evans/Connecticut  Streets,  runs  north  to  Market  Street  and  connects  with  the  Civic  Center 
BART  station,  but  has  limited  service  during  the  weekday  and  Saturday  evening  and  late  evening 
peak  periods.  The  closest  BART  station  is  at  24th  Street  and  Mission  Street,  approximately  two 
miles  to  the  west.  The  closest  Caltrain  station  is  at  22nd  Street,  under  the  1-280  freeway, 
approximately  two-thirds  of  a mile  to  the  north.  It  offers  less  train  serv  ice  (fewer  trains  stop 
there)  than  the  Caltrain  station  at  Fourth/King  Streets,  as  it  is  an  intermediate  station,  as  opposed 
to  the  line  terminal  at  Fourth/King  Streets.  Due  to  its  remote  location,  this  site  would  not  meet 
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the  project  objectives  to  locate  the  Event  Center  within  walking  distance  to  local  and  regional 
transit  hubs. 

Unlike  the  project  site,  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  located  in  an  Air  Pollution  Exposure  Zone. 

Consequently,  this  site  would  likely  result  in  substantially  more  severe  air  quality  health  risk 

impacts  than  the  Project.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  located  directly  adjacent  to  the  Islais 

Creek  Channel,  and  thus  would  have  a greater  potential  to  result  in  adverse  impacts  on  water 

quality  and  aquatic  resources  due  to  stormwater  runoff  into  the  Bay  during  both  project 

construction  and  operation.  The  MBA  Alternative  Site  is  also  located  within  the  100-year  flood 

zone,  and  accordingly,  locating  the  project  here  would  expose  people  and  structures  to  a greater 

risk  of  loss,  injury  or  death  due  to  flooding  than  the  proposed  location  outside  of  the  100-year 

flood  zone.  Moreover,  because  it  is  directly  adjacent  to  the  Islais  Creek  Channel  and  is  at  a low 

elevation  relative  to  sea  level,  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  would  be  more  vulnerable  to  flooding  in 

••12 

the  future  due  to  sea  level  rise  and  is  more  vulnerable  to  tsunami  risk  than  the  project  site. 

In  consideration  of  SFMTA's  active  and  expanding  use  and  development  on  a portion  of  the 
MBA  Alternative  Site,  the  number  of  private  lots  included  as  part  of  the  site  (none  of  which  are 
owned  or  in  the  control  of  the  Project  Proponent),  and  the  other  considerations  discussed  above, 
the  OC1I  Commission  finds  that  the  MBA  Alternative  Site  could  not  be  assembled  in  a 
successful  manner  w ithin  a reasonable  period  of  time  taking  into  account  existing  development 
on  the  site  as  well  as  economic,  legal,  and  environmental  factors.  The  OCII  Commission  finds 
each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting  this  alternative  location. 

Alternative  Concepts,  Designs,  and  Strategies 

In  developing  the  alternatives  selected  for  detailed  analysis  in  the  GSW  DSE1R.  and  throughout 
the  environmental  review  process.  OCII.  with  the  assistance  of  the  Planning  Department, 
considered  additional  alternative  concepts,  designs,  and  strategies  that  could  potentially  avoid  or 
lessen  the  Project's  env  ironmental  impacts.  In  some  cases,  the  alternative  concepts  were 
incorporated  into  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative  analyzed  in  the  GSW  DSE1R  or  into  the 
mitigation  measures  proposed  for  the  Project.  In  other  cases,  however,  alternative  concepts  were 
determined  to  either  be  infeasible  or  to  result  in  the  same  or  more  severe  environmental  impacts 
compared  to  those  of  the  Project,  and  therefore  were  not  included  in  the  range  of  alternatives 
carried  forward  for  full  analysis.  The  reasons  the  alternative  concepts,  designs,  and  strategies  are 
rejected  are  described  below. 

Alternative  Strategy  to  Reduce  Size/Scale  of  the  Event  Center 

The  size  and  scale  of  the  event  center  is  currently  designed  to  meet  the  primary  objective  of 
meeting  the  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities,  and  specifically  for  use  as  the  home  court  for 
the  Golden  State  Warriors  basketball  team.  The  capacity  ot  18.064  seats  is  over  1.000  fewer 
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seats  than  the  average  capacity  of  all  current  NBA  facilities.  The  1 8,064-seat  capacity  is  also 
well  below  the  capacity  of  the  Warriors’  current  home  court  at  the  Oracle  Arena  in  Oakland. 1 II ' 
However,  while  the  event  center  is  designed  to  meet  the  specific  needs  for  NBA  basketball 
games,  it  is  also  designed  on  balance  to  achieve  the  overall  project  objectives  of  providing  a 
year-round  venue  for  a variety  of  spoiling  events,  entertainment,  and  convention  purposes  that 
promotes  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency,  greenhouse  gas  reduction,  and 
job  creation. 

The  1 8,064-seat  capacity  will  be  the  fifth  lowest  capacity  in  the  NBA,  despite  the  high  current 
market  demand  for  season  tickets.  Currently,  the  Warriors  have  14.500  season  ticket  holders  and 
there  are  over  1 7,000  people  on  the  waiting  list  for  season  tickets.  Therefore,  the  Project  Sponsor 
has  indicated  that  reducing  the  capacity  of  the  event  center  below  1 8,064  is  not  feasible  due  to  its 
already  small  size  relative  to  other  NBA  facilities  and  the  overwhelming  market  demand  for 
season  tickets.14 

A reduced  size  event  center  would  also  not  meet  the  project  objective  of  constructing  an  event 
center  that  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention 
purposes  with  events  ranging  in  capacity  from  approximately  3,000-1 8,500,  and  expands 
opportunities  for  the  City's  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. 

The  viability  of  attracting  top  entertainment  events,  including  large  touring  shows,  is  influenced 
primarily  by  the  buildings'  gross  potential  and  secondarily  by  the  venues'  ability  to  support  large 
event  requirements/logistics  such  as  rigging,  space  requirements,  power,  data,  lighting  and 
sound.  Today’s  concerts  typically  tour  w ith  12  to  24  tractor-trailers  of  equipment,  requiring  a 
venue  that  not  only  has  the  infrastructure  to  mount  a 200,000  lb  show  but  is  able  to  compete 
economically  with  other  markets  to  attract  these  type  of  events  to  the  market.  The  business 
model  for  these  events  is  impacted  dramatically  by  potential  attendance,  and  therefore,  most 
large-scale  entertainment  events  could  not  occur  at  the  event  center  if  the  capacity  is  reduced 
below  1 8,500.  Therefore,  reducing  the  capacity  of  the  event  center  below  I 8,500  w ould  deprive 
City  residents  the  opportunity  to  attend  these  types  of  events  in  the  City  and  would  substantially 
reduce  opportunities  for  the  City’s  tourist,  hotel  and  convention  business. b 

Moreover,  the  City  of  San  Francisco  currently  lacks  a public  venue  that  can  compete  for  "arena" 
type  entertainment  attractions.  The  lack  of  a state-of-the-art  arena  venue  in  the  City  prevents  top 
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domestic  and  international  music  tours,  political  conventions,  major  award  shows,  athletic 
tournaments,  family  shows  and  a variety  of  other  entertainment  and  sporting  events  from  taking 
place  in  San  Francisco.  The  existing  venues  in  San  Francisco  cannot  support  these  needs  and.  as 
a result,  over  a hundred  of  the  top  tours  and  attractions  are  currently  unable  to  perform  in  the 
City.  And  there  is  currently  a high  market  demand  for  these  types  of  events  in  the  City.  The 
market  demand  for  such  attractions  in  San  Francisco  is  demonstrated  by  the  high  demand  for 
similar  venues  on  the  Peninsula,  such  as  Levi's  stadium,  the  Shoreline  Amphitheatre  and  HP 
Pavilion,  as  well  as  the  existing  Oracle  Arena. ,IS 

Furthermore,  as  described  above,  most  of  the  event  center-related  impacts  could  be  mitigated 
with  the  adopted  mitigation  measures,  and  it  is  unlikely  that  reducing  the  size/scale  of  the  event 
center  could  effectively  or  substantially  lessen  the  Project's  significant  transportation-related 
impacts. 

Detailed  traffic  modeling  of  a smaller  event  center  has  not  been  performed.  For  this  reason,  it  is 
not  possible  to  determine  exactly  how  small  the  event  center  would  need  to  be  in  order  to  avoid 
some  or  all  of  the  Project's  significant  and  unavoidable  traffic  impacts.  Based  on  the  modeling 
that  has  been  performed,  however,  a smaller  event  center  could  potentially  result  in  significant 
impacts  at  fewer  intersections;  but,  as  indicated  by  the  modeling  conducted  for  the  No  Event 
scenario,  even  a substantially  smaller  Event  Center  would  result  in  significant  and  unavoidable 
traffic  impacts  including  at  the  intersection  of  16th/Seventh/Mississippi  Streets.  Thus,  even  a 
substantially  smaller  event  center  than  the  I 8.500-seat  event  center  would  still  have  significant 
and  unavoidable  traffic  impacts,  would  not  meet  NBA  standards  for  an  arena,  and  would  not 
meet  the  basic  project  objectives.  As  a result,  this  alternative  strategy  would  not  effectively 
avoid  or  substantially  lessen  transportation-related  impacts.  Thus,  reducing  the  size  and  scale  of 
the  event  center  was  screened  from  further  consideration  for  detailed  alternatives  analysis.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  reducing  the  size  of  Project  features  other  than  the  event  center 
were  included  under  the  Reduced  Intensity  Alternative,  which  is  analyzed  in  the  GSW  DSEIR. 

The  OC11  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting 
this  alternative  strategy. 

Alternative  Strategy  to  Reduce  Number  of  Events  at  the  Event  Center  that  Would  Overlap  with 
SF  Giants  Games  at  AT&T  Park. 

As  explained  in  the  GSW  FSEIR,  it  is  estimated  that  there  would  be  a potential  for  about  32 
overlapping  events  per  year,  but  in  rare  circumstances  there  could  be  as  many  as  40  events  (with 
varying  combined  total  attendance)  in  one  year.  These  estimates  are  based  on  the  following 


16  GSW  Arena  EEC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015;  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins. 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32. 
October  23.  2015. 
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assumptions,  which  are  conservative  because  they  rely  on  current  scheduling  information  and  do 
not  account  for  any  advanced  coordination  between  the  SF  Giants  and  the  Golden  State 
Warriors,  or  internal  schedule  coordination  at  the  event  center: 

• Overlap  with  Golden  State  Warriors  games.  The  regular  NBA  (late  October  through  mid- 
April)  and  regular  baseball  seasons  (April  through  September)  overlap  slightly  in  the  first 
half  of  April,  and  for  both  teams,  only  half  of  the  games  are  home  games.  Conservatively, 
about  2 games  per  year  could  overlap  during  the  regular  season.  If  either  or  both  of  the 
Warriors  and  SF  Giants  were  to  move  on  to  the  post  season,  there  would  be  increased 
likelihood  of  overlapping  events,  with  up  to  approximately  five  additional  overlapping 
events  if  both  teams  were  to  advance  to  their  respective  championship  final  series  in  the 
same  year. 

• Overlap  with  concerts.  As  indicated  in  Chapter  3,  Project  Description.  Table  3-3.  the 
major  concert  season  is  fall,  winter,  and  early  spring.  Thus,  of  the  45  yearly  concerts, 
about  20  could  overlap  with  the  regular  baseball  season,  but  at  most,  only  half  of these 
(10)  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  same  day  as  a SF  Giants  home  game. 

• Overlap  with  family  shows.  As  indicated  in  Chapter  3,  Project  Description.  Table  3-3.  the 
approximate  55  family  shows  would  be  distributed  throughout  the  year  on  Wednesday 
through  Sunday.  Since  the  SF  Giants  play  for  six  months  of  the  year  during  the  regular 
season,  it  is  assumed  that  half  of  the  family  shows  (27)  would  occur  during  the  baseball 
season  (April  through  September),  but  the  SF  Giants  only  play  home  games  at  AT&T 
Park  for  hal  f of  that  time,  leaving  14  days  of  possible  overlap.  However,  the  SF  Giants 
also  play  games  on  Monday  and  Tuesday  when  there  would  be  no  family  shows.  So 
about  1 0 of  the  family  shows  are  estimated  to  occur  on  the  same  day  as  a SF  Giants  home 
game. 

• Overlap  with  other  non-Golden  State  Warriors  sportinu  events.  Of  the  approximate  30 
other  non-Golden  State  Warriors  sporting  events  that  would  be  held  at  the  event  center,  it 
is  assumed  that  half  could  occur  during  baseball  season,  and  half  of  those  could  overlap 
with  SF  Giants  home  games,  or  about  7 events. 

• Overlap  with  conventions/corporate  events.  Of  the  approximate  3 I conventions  or 
corporate  events,  it  is  assumed  that  half  could  occur  during  baseball  season,  and  half  of 
those  could  overlap  with  SF  Giants  home  games.  However,  these  events  would  almost 
exclusively  be  during  the  day.  and  only  about  35  percent  of  the  SF  Giants  games  are  day 
games;  this  indicates  the  potential  for  an  estimated  3 overlapping  events. 

Based  on  league  schedules  and  concert  scheduling  as  described  in  the  GSW  FSEIR,  it  is 
anticipated  that  in  a regular  year,  on  average,  there  is  a possibility  of  about  nine  large  events 
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(about  1 2.500  or  more  attendees)  at  the  event  center  overlapping  with  a SF  Giants  evening  game 
at  AT&T  Park  (i.e.,  two  basketball  games  and  seven  concerts)  annually.  If  either  or  both  teams 
make  it  to  their  respective  championships,  the  number  of  large  events  overlapping  could 
moderately  increase;  however,  it  is  unlikely  that  this  scenario  would  occur  on  a regular  basis. 

The  OCII  Commission  has  considered  whether  there  are  feasible  strategies  to  further  reduce  the 
number  of  events  at  the  event  center  that  would  overlap  with  SF  Giants  games  at  AT&T  Park  in 
an  effort  to  reduce  potential  environmental  impacts.  For  the  following  reasons,  however,  the 
OCII  Commission  finds  that  it  is  not  feasible  to  reduce  the  number  of  overlapping  events. 

First,  the  NBA  schedule,  and  therefore,  the  Warriors  schedule  is  beyond  the  Project  Sponsor's 
and  OCIFs  control.  Similarly,  the  Major  League  Baseball  ("MLB")  schedule,  and  therefore,  the 
SF  Giants  schedule  is  also  beyond  the  Project  Sponsor's  and  OCIFs  control.  In  other  words, 
because  neither  the  lead  agency  or  responsible  agencies  nor  the  Project  Sponsor  has  any  control 
over  MLB  or  NBA  schedules,  it  is  not  possible  to  reduce  the  number  of  Warriors  basketball 
games  that  overlap  with  SF  Giants  baseball  games  at  AT&T  Park. 

Second,  there  is  no  feasible  strategy  to  reduce  the  number  of  concerts,  family  shows,  or 
conventions/corporate  events  at  the  event  center  that  would  overlap  with  SF  Giants  Games  at 
AT&T  Park.  The  financial  model  of  most  venues,  such  as  the  event  center,  is  predicated  on 
programming  the  venue  for  a variety  of  shows  and  events  over  the  course  of  the  year.  The  costs 
of  developing  and  constructing  a new  event  venue,  or  even  the  more  limited  costs  of 
rehabilitating  an  existing  venue,  demand  that  the  venue  be  utilized  throughout  the  year  in  order 
to  most  effectively  amortize  the  costs  of  the  facility.  In  other  words,  the  event  center  must  host 
year-round  events  because  the  business  model  (particularly  where  the  venue  is  privately 
financed)  demands  year-round  revenue  to  be  economically  successful.1 ; Therefore,  it  is  not 
feasible  to  prohibit  events  at  the  event  center  during  the  SF  Giants  baseball  season.  Moreover, 
prohibiting  events  during  the  SF  Giants  baseball  season  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  overall 
Project  purpose  of  constructing  an  event  center  that  can  be  used  year-round  for  sporting  events 
and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes. 

Third,  shifting  of  event  start  times  for  most  entertainment  attractions  can  be  difficult  or 
impossible,  particularly  w ithout  sufficient  advance  notice  of  the  need  to  make  such  a request. 
The  difficulty  in  doing  such  is  driven  primarily  by  the  requirements  of  the  client  (tour 
management),  which  falls  outside  the  control  of  the  promoter  or  the  venue  operator.  Most  arena 
events  are  routed  months  and  sometimes  more  than  a year  in  advance.  Flic  event  is  designed  in 
almost  all  circumstances  to  be  able  to  play  the  venue  in  a single  day  (load-in.  show,  load-out). 
The  tour  maintains  an  extremely  regimented  schedule  for  all  venues  played  across  the  country 

17  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23.  2015;  Attachment  - Golden  State 
Warriors.  LLC.  Jennifer  Cabalquinto,  Memorandum.  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32.  October  23,  2015. 
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and  internationally  in  order  to  efficiently  and  effectively  move  the  show  from  venue  to  venue, 
which  can  include  dozens  of  tractor  trailers,  tour  buses,  and  support  vehicles.  It  is  very  common 
for  the  show  to  load-out  in  one  city  and  travel  a significant  distance,  in  some  cases  hundreds  of 
miles,  in  order  to  load-in  in  another  city  the  next  morning.  The  artists"  travel  arrangements,  as 
well  as  the  logistics  to  move  the  show  from  city  to  city,  are  carefully  choreographed,  which 
makes  it  extremely  difficult  to  alter  any  schedules,  including  show  start  times.  Similar 

circumstances  apply  to  moving  a show  date.  The  tours  are  routed  as  much  as  a year  in 

1 8 

advance. 

Any  requirements  that  would  necessitate  that  shows  move  to  alternate  dates  would  in  almost  all 
circumstances  result  in  an  event  cancellation  as  the  tour  and  artists'  schedule  and  logistics  could 
not  absorb  such  a move  due  to  the  ongoing  commitments  of  the  tour.  As  a consequence,  while 
some  staggering  of  start  times  may  at  times  be  possible  with  sufficient  advance  notice,  there  are 
practical,  industry-driven  limits  on  how  often  one  could  successfully  negotiate  staggered  start 
times.  In  short,  there  is  an  inherent  degree  of  temporal  inflexibility  built  into  the  industry  model 
for  road  shows.  Thus,  to  be  able  to  attract  and  accommodate  the  type  of  events  that  are  both 
desirable  and  financially  necessary  for  the  Project,  it  is  not  possible  to  prohibit  events  from 
occurring  at  the  event  center  during  times  that  might  overlap  with  an  SF  Giants  game  at  AT&T 
Park.14 


Additionally,  reducing  the  number  of  events  that  might  overlap  w ith  an  SF  Giants  game  at 
AT&T  Park  would  not  decrease  magnitude  of  the  Project’s  traffic  impacts  on  days  when 
overlapping  events  occur.  Therefore,  a reduction  in  overlapping  events  would  not  effectively 
avoid  or  substantially  lessen  the  magnitude  of  the  Project’s  transportation-related  impacts 
identified  in  the  FSFdR.  Furthermore,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  a limit  on  overlapping 
events  is  infeasible  from  an  economic  and  policy  perspective  because  a restriction,  such  as  an 
overlapping  event  restriction,  that  results  in  a reduction  in  the  number  of  events  held  at  the  Event 
Center  annually  would  directly  impact  the  public  revenues  generated  by  events  held  at  the  Event 
Center  that  could  be  used  for  purposes  such  as  funding  affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space, 
and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and  transportation  infrastructure. 

The  OCII  Commission  finds  each  of  these  reasons  sufficient  independent  grounds  for  rejecting 
this  alternative  strategy. 


Ix  GSW  Arena  LLC.  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015;  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32. 
October  23,  2015. 

14  GSW  Arena  LLC,  Rick  Welts,  Letter  to  Tiffany  Bohee,  Re;  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use 
Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32,  October  23,  2015;  Attachment  - Stephen  Collins, 
Memorandum  Re:  Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32, 
October  23.  20 1 5. 
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VI. 


STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATIONS 


Pursuant  to  CEQA  section  21081.  subdivision  (b).  and  CEQA  Guideline  15093.  the  OCII 
Commission  hereby  finds,  after  consideration  of  the  FSEIR  and  all  other  evidence  in  the  record, 
that  each  of  the  specific  overriding  economic,  legal,  social,  technological  and  other  benefits  of 
the  Project  as  set  forth  below  independently  and  collectively  outweighs  the  significant  and 
unavoidable  impacts  of  the  Project  and  is  an  overriding  consideration  warranting  approval  of  the 
Project.  Any  one  of  the  reasons  for  approval  cited  below  is  sufficient  to  justify  approval  of  the 
Project.  Thus,  even  if  a court  were  to  conclude  that  not  every  reason  is  supported  by  substantial 
evidence,  the  OCII  Commission  will  stand  by  its  determination  that  each  individual  reason  is 
sufficient.  The  substantial  evidence  supporting  the  various  benefits  can  be  found  in  the  preceding 
findings,  which  are  incorporated  by  reference  into  this  Section,  and  in  the  documents  found  in 
the  Record  of  Proceedings,  as  defined  in  Section  I. 

On  the  basis  of  the  above  findings  and  the  substantial  evidence  in  the  whole  record  of  this 
proceeding,  the  OCII  Commission  specifically  finds  that  there  are  significant  benefits  of  the 
Project  to  support  approval  of  the  Project  in  spite  of  the  unavoidable  significant  impacts,  and 
therefore  makes  this  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations.  The  OCII  Commission  further 
finds  that,  as  part  of  the  process  of  obtaining  Project  approval,  all  significant  effects  on  the 
environment  from  implementation  of  the  Project  have  been  eliminated  or  substantially  lessened 
where,  and  to  the  extent,  feasible.  All  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FSEIR  that  are 
applicable  to  the  Project  are  adopted  as  part  of  this  approval  action.  Furthermore,  the  OCII 
Commission  has  determined  that  any  remaining  significant  effects  on  the  environment  found  to 
be  unavoidable  are  acceptable  due  to  the  following  specific  overriding  economic,  technical, 
legal,  social  and  other  considerations. 

The  Project  has  the  following  benefits: 

• The  Project  includes  the  construction  of  a state-of-the-art  multi-purpose  event  center  in 
San  Francisco  that  meets  NBA  requirements  for  sports  facilities  and  can  be  used  year- 
round  for  sporting  events  and  entertainment  and  convention  purposes  with  events  ranging 
in  capacity  from  approximately  3.000-1 8.500.  Although  the  event  center  is  one  of  the 
smallest  venues  used  by  NBA  basketball  teams,  it  meets  the  NBA's  requirements  and 
will  prov  ide  sufficient  capacity  to  meet  the  market  demand  for  Golden  State  Warriors 
basketball  games.  Further,  the  event  center  will  prov  ide  sufficient  capacity  to 
accommodate  a variety  of  desirable  events,  including  other  sporting  events,  small  and 
large  concerts  and  shows,  conventions  and  conferences,  and  other  family  events.  No 
similar-sized  event  center  currently  exists  in  San  Francisco,  so  the  construction  of  the 
event  center  will  attract  events  to  the  City  that  cannot  be  accommodated  by  other  venues. 
By  providing  a state-of-the-art  event  center  that  can  accommodate  a wide  variety  of 
small-  and  large-scale  events,  including  Warriors  basketball  games,  the  Project  will 
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benefit  City  residents  and  expand  opportunities  for  the  City’s  tourist,  hotel  and 
convention  business. 

The  Project  provides  sufficient  complementary  mixed-use  development  to  create  a lively 
local  and  regional  visitor-serving  destination  that  is  active  year-round.  In  addition  to  the 
event  center,  the  Project  includes  a mix  of  office  use,  retail,  and  open  space  that  will 
promote  visitor  activity  and  interest  during  times  when  the  event  center  is  not  in  use.  and 
provide  amenities  to  visitors  of  the  event  center  as  well  as  the  surrounding  neighborhood. 

The  Project  meets  high-quality  urban  design  and  high-level  sustainability  standards.  The 
Project  is  designed  to  LEED®  Gold  standards  and  incorporates  a variety  of  design 
features  to  provide  energy  and  water  conservation  and  efficiency,  encourage  alternative 
transportation,  promote  a healthy  indoor  environment,  minimize  waste,  and  maximize 
recycling  opportunities. 


The  Project  is  located  in  an  urban  infill  area  in  Mission  Bay,  immediately  adjacent  to 
local  transit  stops  and  less  than  a mile  from  other  regional  transit  resources,  including 
train  and  ferry  and  therefore  will  promote  public  transit  and  further  the  City's  Transit 
First  Policy.  The  Project  will  also  implement  a number  of  off-site  roadway  network  and 
curb  regulations,  transit  network,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  network  improvements  in  the 
project  site  vicinity,  including  roadway  restriping,  intersection  signalization,  on-street 
parking,  new  perimeter  sidewalks,  bicycle  lanes,  signage  and  other  improvements,  that 
will  substantially  benefit  the  community. 

The  Project  will  provide  the  City  with  a world  class  performing  arts  venue  of  sufficient 
size  to  attract  those  events  which  currently  bypass  San  Francisco  due  to  the  current  lack 
of  a world  class  facility  in  the  City.  The  City  is  currently  unable  to  attract  or 
accommodate  certain  events  because  there  are  no  venues  in  the  city  that  can 
accommodate  such  events.  With  the  event  center,  however,  the  City  will  be  able  to 
accommodate  such  events,  for  which  there  is  a high  demand  in  the  City. 

The  Project  will  promote  environmental  sustainability,  transportation  efficiency, 
greenhouse  gas  reduction,  stormwater  management  using  green  technology,  and  job 
creation  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  the  California  Jobs  and  Economic  Improvement 
Through  Environmental  Leadership  Act  (AB  900),  as  amended. 

The  Project  will  provide  substantial  tax  revenue  available  to  support  the  construction  of 
affordable  housing,  parks  and  open  space,  and  critical  utility,  water  quality,  and 
transportation  infrastructure. 


The  Project  will  generate  thousands  of  jobs  for  residents  of  Mission  Bay  and  the  City  of 
San  Francisco  area  during  both  construction  and  operation. 


In  summary,  the  development  and  rev  italization  of  the  Mission  Bay  area  and  the  betterment  of 
the  quality  of  life  for  the  residents  of  this  community  is  one  ofOCII’s  highest  priorities.  Having 
considered  these  benefits,  the  OCII  Commission  finds  that  the  benefits  of  the  Project  outweigh 
the  unavoidable  adverse  environmental  effects,  and  that  the  adverse  env  ironmental  effects  are 
therefore  acceptable. 
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EXHIBIT  B 


SECTION  1:  AUTHORITY 

This  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  has  been  prepared  pursuant  to 
Section  21081.6  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  known  as  CEQA  (Public  Resources  Code 
Section  21000  et  seq.),  to  provide  for  the  monitoring  of  mitigation  measures  required  for  the  Event 
Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  (Project),  as  set  forth  in  the  Final 
Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  (Final  SEIR)  prepared  for  the  Project.  This  report  will  be 
kept  on  file  at  the  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure  (OCII),  One  South  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Fifth  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  94103  and  at  the  City  Planning  Department  (City), 

1650  Mission  Street,  Fourth  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA,  94103. 

As  described  in  Section  15097  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  "'[rjeporting'  generally  consists  of  a written 
compliance  review  that  is  presented  to  a decision-making  body  or  authorized  staff  person.  A report 
may  be  required  at  various  stages  during  project  implementation  or  upon  completion  of  the 
mitigation  measure.  'Monitoring'  is  generally  an  ongoing  or  periodic  process  of  project  oversight." 
This  MMRP  includes  both  reporting  and  monitoring  elements,  as  appropriate  for  implementation  of 
each  mitigation  or  improvement  measure. 

SECTION  2:  CONTENT  OF  MMRP  MATRIX 

The  MMRP  matrix  consists  of  four  separate  tables: 

• Table  A,  Mitigation  Measures 

• Table  B,  Improvement  Measures 

• Table  C,  Applicable  Regulations 

• Table  D,  Summary  of  Transportation  Management  Plan 

Table  A,  Mitigation  Measures,  and  Table  B,  Improvement  Measures,  identify  the  environmental 
issue  areas  for  which  actions/measures  are  identified;  the  required  actions/measures;  the  timeframe 
for  implementing,  monitoring,  and  reporting  on  these  measures;  the  responsible  implementing, 
monitoring  and  reporting  parties;  and  action  needed  to  verify  compliance/completion  of  the 
measures.  Table  C lists  applicable  regulations  that  were  identified  in  the  Initial  Study  and  the  Final 
SEIR  that  were  relied  upon  to  reduce  or  avoid  significant  impacts  and  the  associated  environmental 
issue  areas.  Table  D summarizes  the  Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  that  is  included  as  part 
of  the  proposed  project,  but  will  be  monitored  as  part  of  the  MMRP,  and  includes  the  same  types  of 
information  as  Tables  A and  B. 

SECTION  3:  IMPLEMENTATION  AND  ENFORCEMENT  OF  MEASURES 

This  MMRP  includes  all  mitigation  measures  that  are  applicable  to  the  project.  The  intent  of  the 

MMRP  is  to  ensure  the  effective  implementation  and  enforcement  of  adopted  mitigation  measures. 

In  addition  to  listing  mitigation  measures,  for  the  purposes  of  public  disclosure  and  to  assist  in 
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implementation  and  enforcement,  the  MMRP  also  lists  "improvement  measures",  "applicable 
regulations",  and  the  Project  TMP. 

Mitigation  measures  are  contained  in  Table  A.  As  discussed  in  the  Initial  Study  and  the  Final  SEIR, 
the  mitigation  measures  included  in  the  MMRP  are  measures  required  to  avoid  or  lessen  significant 
impacts  of  the  project. 

Improvement  measures  are  contained  in  Table  B.  CEQA  does  not  require  mitigation  measures  to  be 
adopted  to  address  impacts  that  are  determined  to  be  less  than  significant.  (Cal.  Oak  Foundation  v. 
Regents  ofU.  of  Cal.  (2010)  188  Cal.App.4th  227,  282.)  Nevertheless,  OCII  has  exercised  its  discretion 
to  require  implementation  of  various  "improvement  measures"  to  further  reduce  or  avoid  impacts 
that  the  Final  SEIR  determined  to  be  less  than  significant  without  mitigation. 

Applicable  regulations  are  contained  in  Table  C.  A lead  agency  may  rely  on  compliance  with 
applicable  laws  and  regulations  in  determining  that  a proposed  project  will  result  in  a less-than- 
significant  impact.  (See  San  Francisco  Tomorrow  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (2014)  229 
Cal.App.4th  49,  525  [holding  the  city  properly  relied  on  compliance  with  building  codes  and  related 
regulations  in  determining  the  proposed  project  would  not  result  in  potential  safety  hazards].) 
Applicable  regulations  are  legally  binding  and  enforceable  laws  or  adopted  regulations  that  OCII 
has  determined  are  legally  applicable  to  the  project  and  will  ensure  an  impact  is  less  than  significant. 

A summary  of  the  project's  Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  is  included  as  Table  D,  and  the 
full  TMP  is  included  as  Attachment  1.  The  TMP  is  a management  and  operating  plan  included  as 
part  of  the  project  to  facilitate  multimodal  access  to  the  project  site.  The  TMP  includes  various 
management  strategies  to  reduce  use  of  single-occupant  vehicles  and  to  increase  the  use  of 
ridershare,  transit,  bicycle,  and  walk  modes  for  trips  to  and  from  the  project  site.  The  TMP  program 
was  developed  by  the  project  sponsor  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA),  OCII,  and  the  Planning  Department.  The  TMP  outlines  the  process 
to  monitor  and  refine  the  strategies  in  the  TMP  in  conjunction  with  the  City  throughout  the  life  of 
the  project.  Thus,  the  TMP  is  a working  document  that  will  be  adjusted  and  refined  over  time  by  the 
project  sponsor  and  City  agencies  involved  in  implementing  the  plan.  Monitoring  methods  include 
field  surveys  of  operations  of  the  event  center  during  the  first  four  years,  and  an  annual  survey  and 
reporting  program  for  the  life  of  the  project.  Under  the  annual  survey  and  reporting  program,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  conduct  annual  surveys  of:  (1)  event  center  employee,  (2)  event  center 
attendees,  (3)  UCSF  employees  and  patients,  (4)  emergency  service  providers,  and  (5)  visitors  of 
Mission  Bay  neighborhoods  to  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of  the  management  strategies.  The  TMP 
includes  annual  reporting  of  the  TMP  measures  to  OCII,  referred  to  in  this  MMRP  as  the  TMP 
monitoring  surveys  and  reports.  The  TMP  monitoring  surveys  and  reports  may  be  included  as  part 
of  the  MMRP  Annual  Report  described  in  Section  4 below. 

Tire  MMRP  matrix  identifies  the  mitigation  schedule  and  the  parties  responsible  for  implementing, 
monitoring  and  reporting  on  the  implementation  of  the  measures  listed  in  Tables  A,  B,  and  D.  As  the 
CEQA  lead  agency  for  the  Project,  OCII  is  principally  responsible  for  MMRP  monitoring  and 
enforcement.  In  addition,  as  provided  in  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15097(a),  OCII  may  delegate 
MMRP  monitoring  responsibilities  to  other  public  agencies,  either  working  with  City  or  other  local 
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governments  through  their  permitting  or  regulatory  authorities,  or  through  memoranda  of 
understanding  that  OC1I  enters  into  with  other  entities.  Accordingly,  the  MMRP  identifies  other 
public  agencies,  including  SFMTA,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC),  the  San 
Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection  (DBI),  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 
(DPW),  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department,  the  San  Francisco  Entertainment  Commission,  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  (RWQCB)  and  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District  (BAAQMD)  where  such  delegation  is  known  or  anticipated. 

If  any  mitigation  and  improvement  measures  are  not  implemented  as  required,  OCII  may,  in 
conjunction  with  other  entities  listed  above,  pursue  corrective  actions  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
the  following:  (1)  a written  notification  and  request  for  compliance;  (2)  withholding  of  permits; 

(3)  administrative  fines;  (4)  a stop-work  order;  (5)  criminal  prosecution  and/or  administrative  fines; 
(6)  forfeiture  of  security  bonds  or  other  guarantees;  and  (7)  revocation  of  permits  or  other 
entitlements. 

SECTION  4:  MMRP  ANNUAL  REPORT 

The  project  sponsor  shall  submit  a MMRP  Annual  Report  to  OCII  for  the  life  of  the  project.  The  first 
MMRP  Annual  Report  shall  be  due  one  year  following  commencement  of  project  construction.  The 
MMRP  Annual  Report  shall  summarize  the  current  implementation  and  compliance  status  at  the 
time  of  the  report  for  all  mitigation,  improvement,  and  TMP  measures  for  which  the  project  sponsor 
has  been  assigned  some  or  all  reporting  responsibility;  for  measures  that  another  entity  is 
responsible  for  implementing,  the  project  sponsor  shall  report  on  readily  available  information  about 
the  implementation  and  compliance  status  of  such  measures  but  such  reporting  responsibility  does 
not  transfer  responsibility  for  implementation  of  such  measures  to  the  project  sponsor.  The  MMRP 
matrix  identifies  the  monitoring  and  reporting  actions  included  in  the  annual  report  unless  another 
monitoring  or  reporting  action  is  specified  for  individual  mitigation  measures. 

SECTION  5:  CHANGES  TO  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

Any  substantive  change  in  the  MMRP  made  by  OCII  staff  shall  be  reported  in  writing  to  the 
Executive  Director  of  OCII.  Reference  to  such  changes  shall  be  made  in  the  MMRP  Annual  Report. 
OCII  staff  may  modify  or  substitute  mitigation  measures  subject  to  one  of  the  following  findings, 
documented  by  substantial  evidence: 

a.  The  mitigation  measure  included  in  the  Final  SEIR  and  the  MMRP  is  no  longer  required 
because  the  significant  environmental  impact  identified  in  the  Final  SEIR  has  been  found  not 
to  exist,  or  to  occur  at  a level  which  makes  the  impact  less  than  significant  as  a result  of 
changes  in  the  project,  changes  in  conditions  of  the  environment,  or  other  factors. 

OR 

b.  The  modified  or  substitute  mitigation  measure  either  provides  corrections  to  text  without  any 
substantive  change  in  the  intention  or  meaning  of  the  original  mitigation  measure,  or  provides 
a level  of  environmental  protection  equal  to  or  greater  than  that  afforded  by  the  mitigation 
measure  included  in  the  Final  SEIR  and  the  MMRP;  and 
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The  modified  or  substitute  mitigation  measures  do  not  have  significant  adverse  effects  on  the 
environment  in  addition  to  or  greater  than  those  which  were  considered  by  the  relevant 
agencies  in  their  decisions  on  the  Final  SEIR  and  the  proposed  project;  and 

The  modified  or  substitute  mitigation  measures  are  feasible,  and  OCII,  through  measures 
included  in  the  MMRP  or  other  City  procedures,  can  ensure  their  implementation. 

Documentation  supporting  the  findings  involving  modifications  to  mitigation  measures  shall  be 
maintained  in  the  project  file  with  the  MMRP  and  shall  be  made  available  to  the  public  upon 
request. 

LIST  OF  ABBREVIATIONS 

BAAQMD  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District 


B/MBTCC 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordination  Committee 

DBI 

San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection 

DPW 

San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

FAA 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

MMRP 

Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 

OCII 

Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure 

Port 

Port  of  San  Francisco 

RWQCB 

San  Francisco  Bay  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 

SFFD 

San  Francisco  Fire  Department 

SFMTA 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 

SFPUC 

San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

TMA 

Mission  Bay  Transportation  Management  Association 

TMP 

Transportation  Management  Plan 

PCO 

Parking  Control  Officer 

WETA 

San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Water  Emergency  Transportation  Authority 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitication 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

1 Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2 

M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  manage  traffic  flows  and  minimize 
congestion  associated  with  events  at  the  project  site,  the 
proposed  project's  TMP  shall  be  modified  to  include  four 
additional  PCOs  (i.e.,  in  addition  to  the  17  PCOs  included  in  the 
project  TMP)  that  shall  be  deployed  to  intersections  where  the 
proposed  project  would  result  in  significant  impacts,  as 
conditions  warrant  during  events.  These  could  include  the 
intersections  of  King/Fourth,  Fifth/Harrison/I -80  westbound  off- 
ramp, Fifth/Bryant/I-80  eastbound  on-ramp,  Seventh/Mission 
Bay  Drive,  and  Seventh/Mississippi/16th.  The  PCO  Supervisor 
shall  make  the  determination  where  the  additional  PCOs  would 
be  located,  based  on  field  conditions  during  an  event. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  All  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  Visual  verification  at 
time  of  event  by  PCO 
Supervisor 

M-TR-2b:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation 
Impacts 

The  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and 
implement  commercially  reasonable  additional  strategies  (i.e., 
in  addition  to  those  included  in  the  project  TMP)  to  reduce 
transportation  impacts.  In  addition,  the  City  shall  pursue  and 
implement  additional  strategies  to  be  implemented  by  the  City 
or  other  public  agency  (e.g.,  Caltrans).  These  strategies  shall 
include  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

Strategies  to  Reduce  Traffic  Congestion 

• The  City  to  request  that  Caltrans  install  changeable  message 
signs  on  1-280  upstream  of  key  entry  points  onto  the  local 
street  network. 

SFMTA 

Within  one  year  of  project 
approval 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  when 
request  made 

• The  City  to  provide  coordinated  outreach  efforts  to 

surrounding  neighborhoods  to  explore  the  need/desire  for 
new  on-street  parking  management  strategies,  which  could 
include  implementation  of  time  limits  and  Residential 
Parking  Permit  program  areas. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  outreach 
efforts  as  needed 
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Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

• The  project  sponsor  to  offer  for  pre-purchase  substantially  all 
available  on-site  parking  spaces  not  otherwise  committed  to 
office  tenants,  retail  customers  or  season  ticket  holders,  and 
to  cooperate  with  neighboring  private  garage  operators  to 
pre-sell  parking  spaces,  as  well  as  notify  patrons  in  advance 
that  nearby  parking  resources  are  limited  and  travel  by  non- 
auto modes  is  encouraged. 

Project  Sponsor 

Before  first  event  at  Event 
Center,  and  ongoing 
thereafter 

OCll 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• The  project  sponsor  to  create  a smart  phone  application,  or 
integrate  into  an  existing  smart  phone  application, 
transportation  information  that  promotes  transit  first,  allows 
for  pre-purchase  of  parking  and  designates  suggested  paths  of 
travel  that  best  avoid  congested  areas  or  residential  streets 
such  as  Bridgeview  north  of  Mission  Bay  Boulevard  and 
Fourth  Street. 

Project  Sponsor 

Before  first  event  at  Event 
Center,  and  ongoing 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  launch 
of  application 

• The  City  and  the  project  sponsor  to  work  to  identify  off-site 
parking  lot(s)  in  the  vicinity  of  the  event  center,  if  available, 
where  livery  and  TNC  vehicles  could  stage  prior  to  the  end 
of  an  event. 

Project  Sponsor;  City 

Before  opening  of  Event 
Center,  and  as  needed 
thereafter  for  up  to  4 years 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  at  expiration 
of  4-year  period 

• The  City  to  include  on-street  parking  spaces  within  Mission 
Bay  in  the  expansion  and  permanent  implementation  of 
SF park,  including  dynamic  pricing,  and  smart  phone 
application  providing  real-time  parking  availability  and  cost. 

SFMTA 

Within  4 years  of 
expansion  of  SFpark  into 
Mission  Bay 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  as  needed; 

• The  City  shall  work  to  include  the  publicly  accessible  off- 
street  facilities  into  the  permanent  implementation  of  SF  park, 
and  incorporate  data  into  a smart  phone  application  and 
permanent  dynamic  message  signs. 

SFMTA 

Within  4 years  of 
expansion  of  SFpark  into 
Mission  Bay 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  as  needed; 

• If  necessary  to  support  achievement  of  non-auto  mode 
shares  for  the  project,  the  project  sponsor  shall  cooperate 
with  future  City  efforts  to  manage  and  price  the  off-site 
parking  supply  in  the  project  vicinity  to  reduce  travel  by 
automobile,  thus  improving  traffic  conditions. 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  annually 
thereafter 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• The  project  sponsor  to  seek  partnerships  with  car-sharing 
services. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
occupancy  permit  for  the 
event  center 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 
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Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Strategy  to  Enhance  Non-auto  Modes 

• The  project  sponsor  to  provide  a promotional  incentive  (e.g., 
show  Clipper  card  or  bike  valet  ticket  for  concession  savings, 
chance  to  win  merchandise  or  experience,  etc.)  for  public 
transit  use  and/or  bicycle  valet  use  at  the  event  center. 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

Strategies  to  Enhance  Transportation  Conditions  in  Mission 
Bay  and  Nearby  Neighborhoods 

• The  project  sponsor  to  participate  as  a member  of  the 
Ballpark/Mission  Bay  Transportation  Coordination 
Committee  (B/MBTCC)  and  to  notify  at  least  one  month 
prior  to  the  start  of  any  non-GSW  event  with  at  least  12,500 
expected  attendees.  If  commercially  reasonable 
circumstances  prevent  such  advance  notification,  the  GSW 
shall  notify  the  B/MBTCC  within  72  hours  of  booking. 

Project  Sponsor 

Following  project 
approval;  ongoing 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  OCII  and/or  SFMTA  to 
attend  B/MBTCC  meetings 

• The  City  and  the  project  sponsor  to  meet  to  discuss 

transportation  and  scheduling  logistics  following  signing 
any  marquee  events  (national  tournaments  or 
championships,  political  conventions,  or  tenants  interested 
in  additional  season  runs:  NCAA,  etc.). 

Project  Sponsor 

In  advance  of  marquee 
events 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  OCII,  SFMTA  to 
participate  in  meetings 

Strategies  to  Increase  Transit  Access 

• The  City  to  consult  with  regional  providers  to  encourage 
increased  special  event  service,  particularly  longer  BART 
and  Caltrain  trains,  and  increased  ferry  and  bus  service. 

SFMTA 

Regularly  as  part  of  the 
B/MBTCC  meetings 

SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA  to  participate 
in  meetings 

• The  City  to  work  in  good  faith  with  the  Water  Emergency 
Transportation  Agency,  the  project  sponsor,  UCSF,  and  other 
interested  parties  to  explore  the  possibility  of  construction  of 
a ferry  landing  at  the  terminus  of  16th  Street,  and  provision 
of  ferry  service  during  events. 

SFMTA;  Port 

Regularly  as  part  of  the 
B/MBTCC  meetings 

SFMTA;  Port 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA,  Port  to 
participate  in  meetings 

M-TR-5a:  Additional  Caltrain  Service 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  transit  demand  to  and 
from  the  South  Bay  for  weekday  and  weekend  evening  events, 
the  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  consult  with 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating 
Committee;  Project  Sponsor 
through  participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII;  Project  Sponsor 
through  participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

TMP  monitoring  surveys  and 
reports;  OCII  to  attend 
meetings 
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Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Caltrain  to  provide  additional  Caltrain  service  to  and  from 
San  Francisco  on  weekdays  and  weekends.  The  need  for 
additional  service  shall  be  based  on  surveys  of  event  center 
attendees  conducted  as  part  of  the  TMP. 

M-TR-5b:  Additional  North  Bay  Ferry  and/or  Bus  Service 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  transit  demand  to  the 
North  Bay  following  weekday  and  weekend  evening  events,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  consult  with  Golden 
Gate  Transit  and  WETA  to  provide  additional  ferry  and/or  bus 
service  from  San  Francisco  following  weekday  and  weekend 
evening  events.  The  need  for  additional  service  shall  be  based  on 
surveys  of  event  center  attendees  conducted  as  part  of  the  TMP. 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee; 
Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

TMP  monitoring  surveys  and 
reports;  OCII  to  attend 
meetings 

M-TR-6:  Active  Management  of  Pedestrian  Flows  at  the 
Intersection  of  Third/South 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  pedestrians  traveling 
to  and  from  the  event  center  through  the  intersection  of 
Third/South,  PCOs  stationed  at  this  location  shall  implement 
strategies  to  allow  pedestrians  to  cross  the  street  safely.  The 
strategies  and  level  of  active  management  shall  be  tailored  to 
the  event  size,  and  could  include  extending  the  green  time  for 
pedestrians  crossing  the  street,  manually  overriding  the  traffic 
signal  and  directing  pedestrians  to  cross,  erecting  temporary 
pedestrian  crossing  barriers,  allowing  use  of  the  closed  Third 
Street  as  a pedestrian  access  route,  providing  a defined 
passenger  waiting  area  within  the  closed  Third  Street,  shielding 
passengers  waiting  to  board  light  rail  from  adjacent  pedestrian 
traffic,  and  deploying  additional  PCOs  to  this  intersection. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 

OCII 

Ongoing;  Visual  verification  at 
time  of  event  by  PCO 
Supervisor 

M-TR-9a:  Crane  Safety  Plan  for  Project  Construction 

Prior  to  construction,  the  project  construction  contractor  shall 
develop  a crane  safety  plan  for  the  project  construction  cranes 
that  would  be  implemented  during  the  construction  period.  The 
crane  safety  plan  shall  identify  appropriate  measures  to  avoid 
potential  conflicts  that  may  be  associated  with  the  operation  of 
the  project  construction  cranes  in  the  vicinity  of  the  UCSF 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  Issuance  of 
Construction  Permits 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
submittal  of  final  Crane  Safety 
Plan 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014. 1441 E 
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1 Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Benioff  Children's  Hospital  helipad  airspace.  These  safety 
protocols  shall  be  developed  in  consultation  with  OCII  (or  its 
designated  representative)  and  UCSF,  and  the  crane  safety  plan 
shall  be  subject  to  approval  by  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative.  The  crane  safety  plan  shall  include,  but  is  not 
limited  to  the  following  measures: 

• Convey  project  crane  activity  schedule  to  UCSF  and  OCII 

• If  other  projects  on  adjacent  properties  are  under 
construction  concurrent  with  the  proposed  project  and  are 
using  tower  cranes,  the  project  sponsor  shall  participate  in 
joint  consultation  with  those  project  sponsors  and  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative  to  ensure  any  potential  cumulative 
construction  crane  effects  on  the  UCSF  helipad  would  be 
minimized. 

• Use  appropriate  markings,  flags,  and/or  obstruction  lighting 
on  all  project  construction  cranes  working  in  proximity  to 
the  helipad's  airspace  surfaces. 

• Light  all  construction  crane  structures  at  night  (e.g.,  towers, 
arms,  and  suspension  rods)  to  enhance  a pilot's  ability  to 
discern  the  location  and  height  of  the  cranes. 

• Inform  crane  operators  of  the  location  and  elevation  of  the 
hospital  helipad's  Part  77  airspace  surfaces  and  the  need  to 
avoid  penetrations  to  the  surfaces. 

• Issue  a Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM)  to  advise  pilots  in  the 
area  of  the  presence  of  construction  cranes  at  the  project  site. 

M-TR-9d:  Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting  Plan 

The  project  sponsor  shall  develop  an  exterior  lighting  plan  that 
incorporates  measures  to  ensure  specialized  exterior  lighting 
systems  would  not  result  in  a substantial  air  safety  risk  and/or 
create  a safety  hazard  relating  to  helipad  operations.  Feasible 
measures  shall  be  developed  in  consultation  with  SFO  staff 
knowledgeable  of  the  effects  of  lighting  on  pilots  and  safe  air 
navigation,  and  OCII  (or  its  designated  representative),  and  the 
exterior  lighting  plan  shall  be  subject  to  approval  by  OCII  or  its 

Project  Sponsor 

Before  opening  of  Event 
Center 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
submittal  of  plan 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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MONITORING  AND 

Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

r— 1 

1 1 

1 1 

designated  representative.  Measures  may  include,  but  are  not 

limited  to,  the  following: 

• Prohibit  the  use  of  high- intensity  lights  that  are  directed 
towards  the  UCSF  helipad 

• Prohibit  the  use  of  high-intensity  outdoor  flashing  lights  or 
strobe  lights  in  proximity  to  the  hospital  helipad's  three 
approaches 

• Prohibit  the  use  of  outdoor  lasers  directed  upward,  and  laser 
light  shows  that  have  not  been  subject  to  prior  review  by  OCII 
in  consultation  with  SFO  staff  knowledgeable  of  the  effects  of 
lighting  on  pilots  and  safe  air  navigation  and,  if  necessary  the 
FAA 

• Avoid  outdoor  fireworks  proximate  to  flight  paths  unless 

(1)  the  SFFD  approves  the  proposed  use  of  fireworks,  and 

(2)  notice  of  the  event  is  provided  to  UCSF 

• Avoid  the  use  of  light  configurations  similar  to  those 
associated  with  the  UCSF  helipad  landing  area,  locate 
primary  outdoor  lighted  displays  and  television/lighted 
screens  away  from  the  project  property  line  at  16th  Street, 
South  Street,  or  Third  Street,  where  feasible 

• Notify  in  advance  and  consult  with  OC11  and  UCSF 
representatives  regarding  planned  special  event  lighting 

• Develop  exterior  specialized  lighting  guidelines  and  ensure 
event  organizers  are  informed  of  the  hospital  helipad,  its 
approaches,  and  safety  concerns  related  to  outdoor  nuisance 
lighting 

• Identify  appropriate  management  policies  and  procedures  to 
respond  to  the  use  of  handheld  laser  pointers  by  the  public 
on  the  project  site  which  may  pose  a hazard  to  pilots 

• Identify  appropriate  management  policies  regarding  the  use 
of  drones  on  the  project  site  and  procedures  to  respond  to 
aerial  drone  activity  that  may  pose  a hazard  to  pilots 


OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014. 1441 E 
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Verification  of  Compliance 

1 Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

M-TR-lla:  As  a mitigation  measure  to  manage  traffic  flows  and 
minimize  congestion  associated  with  overlapping  events,  the 
proposed  project's  TMP  shall  be  expanded  to  include  two 
additional  PCOs  that  shall  be  deployed  to  the  following 
intersections  where  the  proposed  project  would  result  in 
significant  traffic  impacts,  as  conditions  warrant  during  events: 
King/Fifth/I-280  ramps,  and  Fourth/1 6th,  where  PCOs  would  not 
be  located  as  part  of  the  project  TMP  or  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events.  The  PCO  Supervisor  shall 
make  the  determination  where  the  additional  PCOs  would  be 
located,  based  on  field  conditions  during  an  event.  This  measure 
shall  be  implemented  in  coordination  with  Mitigation  Measure 
M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events,  and  these  two 
additional  PCOs  during  overlapping  events  shall  be  in  addition  to 
the  four  additional  PCOs  that  shall  be  provided  as  part  of 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2a:  Additional  PCOs  during  Events. 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 
that  overlap  with  SF  Giants 
events  at  AT&T  Park 

SFMTA 

Ongoing;  Visual  verification  at 
time  of  event  by  PCO 
Supervisor 

M-TR-llb:  Participation  in  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  optimize  effectiveness  of  the 
transportation  management  strategies  for  day-to-day  operations 
and  events  in  the  Mission  Bay  area,  at  AT&T  Park,  UCSF  Mission 
Bay  campus,  and  the  proposed  project,  the  project  sponsor  shall 
actively  participate  as  a member  of  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  in  order  to  evaluate  and 
plan  for  operations  of  all  three  facilities  (i.e.,  AT&T  Park,  UCSF 
Mission  Bay  Campus,  and  the  proposed  event  center).  This 
committee  would,  among  other  roles,  serve  as  a single  point  for 
coordination  of  transportation  management  strategies. 

The  Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  shall  consult  on 
changes  to  and  expansion  of  transit  services,  and  for  developing 
and  implementing  strategies  within  their  purview  that  address 
transportation  issues  and  conflicts  as  they  arise.  In  addition,  the 
committee  shall  serve  as  a liaison  for  operation  of  the  facilities, 
monitoring  conditions,  and  addressing  community  issues 
related  to  events  and  the  project  sponsor  shall  make  good  faith 
efforts  to  notify  tire  committee  regarding  events. 

Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  B/MBTCC 

Following  project  approval 
and  as  scheduled 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  OCII,  SFMTA  to  attend 
B/MBTCC  meetings 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation 
Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events 

The  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  City  to  pursue  and 
implement  additional  strategies  to  reduce  transportation 
impacts  associated  with  overlapping  events  at  AT&T  Park  and 
the  proposed  event  center.  These  strategies  shall  include  one  or 
more  of  the  following: 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  exercise  commercially  reasonable 
efforts  to  avoid  scheduling  non-Golden  State  Warriors 
events  of  12,500  or  more  event  center  attendees  that  start 
within  60  minutes  of  the  start  of  events  at  AT&T  Park. 

Project  Sponsor 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 
that  overlap  with  SF  Giants 
events  at  AT&T  Park 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• When  overlapping  non-Golden  State  Warriors  events  of 
12,500  or  more  event  center  attendees  and  evening  SF  Giants 
games,  the  project  sponsor  shall  exercise  commercially 
reasonable  efforts  to  negotiate  with  the  event  promoter  to 
stagger  start  times  such  that  the  event  headliner  starts  no 
earlier  than  8:30  p.m. 

Project  Sponsor 

Ongoing;  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500  attendees 
that  overlap  with  SF  Giants 
events  at  AT&T  Park 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

• The  City  has  identified  two  off-site  parking  lots  on  Port  of  San 
Francisco  lands  to  the  south  of  the  event  center  (19th  Street 
and  Western  Pacific  sites)  that  can  accommodate 
approximately  250  additional  parking  spaces  for  all  events  and 
up  to  approximately  800  additional  parking  spaces  for  use 
during  dual  events  of  12,500  or  more  event  center  attendees 
(for  a total  of  approximately  1,050  additional  off-site  parking 
spaces).  As  long  as  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  takes  all  necessary 
actions  to  make  the  land  available  for  public  parking,  the 
project  sponsor  shall:  (1 ) make  commercially  reasonable  efforts 
to  negotiate  with  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  or  its  designee 
to  acquire  sufficient  rights  for  the  use  of  such  parking  lot(s) 
through  lease,  purchase,  or  other  means  as  necessary;  and 
(2)  (if  sudi  negotiations  are  successful)  provide  free  shuttles  to 
the  event  center  from  such  off-site  parking  lot(s)  that  are  more 
than  Vi-mile  from  the  event  center  on  a maximum  10-minute 
headway  before  and  after  events. 

Port;  Project  Sponsor; 
parking  lot  operator(s) 

Within  one  year  after  Port 
takes  all  necessary  actions 
to  make  land  available  for 
public  parking. 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  before 
opening  of  Event  Center 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

• In  the  event  that  the  off-site  parking  lots  at  19th  Street  and  the 
Western  Pacific  site  are  implemented,  the  SFMTA  shall  consult 
with  Caltrans  in  assessing  the  feasibility  of  signalizing  the 
intersection  of  Pennsylvania/I-280  southbound  off-ramp.  If 
determined  feasible  by  the  SFMTA  and  Caltrans,  the  SFMTA 
and  Caltrans  shall  establish  the  level  of  traffic  volumes  that 
would  trigger  tire  need  for  a signal,  and  the  project  sponsor 
shall  fund  its  fair  share  cost  of  the  design  and  implementation 
of  the  new  signal,  based  on  project  contributions  to  annual 
average  weekday  traffic  volumes  at  this  intersection. 

SFMTA 

When  traffic  signal 
warrants  are  met 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA  to  track 
cumulative  development  in 
area 

• In  addition,  as  part  of  monitoring  of  traffic  conditions  during 
overlapping  events,  the  SFMTA  shall  consult  with  Caltrans 
regarding  the  need  to  deploy  an  SFMTA  PCO  or  CLIP  officer 
to  expedite  traffic  exiting  1-280  southbound  (i.e.,  waving 
vehicles  exiting  1-280  southbound  and  turning  left  onto 
southbound  Pennsylvania  Street  through  the  existing  stop 
sign)  during  overlapping  events  when  the  Western  Pacific 
parking  lot  is  used  for  project  event  parking.  The  PCO  or 
CHP  officer  would  be  deployed  during  those  events  prior  to 
installation  of  a traffic  signal  or  if  signalization  of  this 
intersection  is  determined  not  to  be  feasible. 

SFMTA 

During  all  events  with 
more  than  12,500 
attendees,  that  overlap 
with  SF  Giants  events  at 
AT&T  Park 

SFMTA 

SFMTA  by  stationing  PCO  or 
CHP  at  off-ramp  as  needed 

• To  manage  traffic  flows  and  minimize  congestion  associated 
with  non-Golden  State  Warriors  events  overlapping  with 
events  at  AT&T  Park,  and  to  incentivize  event  attendees  and 
UCSF  employees  to  use  alternatives  to  the  private  automobile, 
the  City  and  the  project  sponsor  shall  pursue  and  implement 
additional  transportation  management  actions  during  the  pre- 
event period  during  overlapping  events.  This  measure  shall  be 
implemented  in  coordination  with  and  in  addition  to 
Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-lla:  Additional  PCOs  during 
Events  and  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llb:  Additional 
Strategies  to  Reduce  Transportation  Impacts.  Strategies  shall 
include  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

Project  Sponsor;  SFMTA 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

TMP  monitoring  surveys  and 
reports 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 


MMRP-13 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

l 1 

Strategies  to  Increase  Use  of  Non-auto  Modes 

- Encouraging  coordinated  parking  pricing  strategies 
among  nearby  facilities  designed  to  discourage  driving 
for  event  attendees  and  employees. 

- Marketing  "No  drive"  events. 

- Installing  Clipper  Card  add-value  machines  on-site  at  the 
event  center  to  facilitate  purchase  and  value-adding,  and 
to  minimize  impacts  on  transit  "dwell  times"  of  paying 
cash  fares. 

- Exploring  implementation  of  congestion  pricing  tools  to 
charge  event-related  fees  for  driving  and  parking  in  the 
immediate  area. 

- Establishing  event-sponsored  promotions  to  encourage 
additional  use  of  transit,  such  as  event-branded  Clipper 
Cards,  bundled  discounts  and  subsidies  for  transit  ticket 
purchases,  or  automatic  prize/raffle  entries/merchandise 
discounts  for  event  attendees  taking  transit. 

- Exploring  implementation  of  priority  access  or  fast-track 
security  clearance  to  the  event  center  for  attendees 
arriving  by  transit  or  bicycling  to  the  event  center. 

- Promoting  the  above  strategies  through  event  tickets  and 
ticketholder  emails,  website  transit  information,  and  real- 
time updates. 

- Consulting  with  local  TMAs  targeting  employees  who 
might  drive  during  the  peak  pre-event  period  to  provide 
increased  shuttle  service,  alternative  travel  mode 
promotions,  and  advertising  the  use  of  real-time 
information  and  technology  applications. 

- Sponsoring  use  of  taxis,  TNCs,  or  pedicabs  by  event 
sponsor  to  facilitate  the  connection  between  the  regional 
transit  hubs  and  the  event  center,  as  well  as  between  the 
regional  transit  hubs  and  AT&T  Park. 


OC11  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Strategies  to  Increase  Transit,  Capacity  of  Alternative 

Modes,  and  Enhance  Pedestrian  Safety 

- Providing  additional  PCOs  to  manage  and  direct  local 
traffic,  and  to  favor  circulation  of  pedestrians,  cyclists, 
and  persons  arriving  or  departing  by  transit. 

- Expanding  the  network  of  PCO-controlled  intersections 
during  the  peak  pre-event  period  beyond  those  identified 
in  the  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan. 

- Exploring  implementation  of  a program  to  require 
employees  driving  in  the  vicinity  during  the  peak  pre- 
event period  to  produce  vehicle  badges  (e.g.,  rearview 
hanger,  sticker)  by  employer  for  access  to  local 
employment  sites,  and  coordinating  with  SFMTA  and 
SFPD  to  honor  said  badges. 

- Using  the  Western  Pacific  site  for  off-site  parking  for  all 
events,  not  only  large  overlapping  events. 

- Increasing  transit  or  High  Occupancy  Vehicle  (HOV) 
capacity  by  operating  additional  SFMTA  buses  and/or 
additional  private  shuttle  buses. 

- Supporting  WETA  analysis  of  the  feasibility  and 
operational  benefits  of  a ferry /water  taxi  landing  near 
16th  Street. 

- Increasing  capacity  and  use  of  alternative  modes,  such  as 
secure  or  valet  bicycle  parking,  bicycle  sharing,  or  bicycle 
infrastructure  along  the  east-west  corridors. 

- Expanding  the  SFMTA's  Vision  Zero  treatments  to  nearby 
intersections  to  improve  the  physical  pedestrian 
environment  to  enhance  pedestrian  safety. 

M-TR-13:  Enhanced  Muni  Transit  Service  during  Overlapping 
Events 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  Muni  transit  demand 
to  and  from  the  project  site  and  AT&T  Park  on  the  T Third  light 
rail  line  during  overlapping  evening  events,  the  project  sponsor 
shall  work  with  the  SFMTA  and  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  provide  enhanced 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee; 
Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation,  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

Muni  light  rail  service  and/or  shuttle  buses  between  key  Market 
Street  locations  and  the  project.  Examples  of  the  enhanced 
service  include  Muni  bus  shuttles  between  Union  Square  and/or 
Powell  Street  BART/Muni  station  and  the  project  site.  The  need 
for  enhanced  Muni  service  shall  be  based  on  characteristics  of 
the  overlapping  events  (e.g.,  projected  attendance  levels,  and 
anticipated  start  and  end  times). 

M-TR-14:  Additional  BART  Service  to  the  East  Bay  during 
Overlapping  Events 

As  a mitigation  measure  to  accommodate  transit  demand  to  the 
East  Bay  following  weekday  and  weekend  evening  events,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  work  with  the  Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation  Coordinating  Committee  to  consult  with  BART  to 
provide  additional  service  from  San  Francisco  following  weekday 
and  weekend  evening  events.  The  additional  East  Bay  BART 
service  could  be  provided  by  operating  longer  trains.  The  need 
for  additional  BART  service  shall  be  based  on  characteristics  of 
the  overlapping  events  (e.g.,  event  type,  projected  attendance 
levels,  and  anticipated  start  and  end  times). 

Ballpark/Mission  Bay 
Transportation 
Coordinating  Committee; 
Project  Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the 
B/MBTCC 

First  year  of  event  center 
operation  and  reviewed 
and  revised  annually 
thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  SFMTA  through 
participation  in  the  B/MBTCC 

M-TR-18:  Auto  Mode  Share  Performance  Standard  and 
Monitoring  (Required  only  without  implementation  of  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan) 

Performance  Standards  and  Strategies  for  Achieving  Them 
Tlte  project  sponsor  shall  be  responsible  for  implementing  TDM 
measures  intended  to  reach  an  auto  mode  share  performance 
standard  for  different  types  of  events.  Specifically,  the  project 
sponsor  shall  work  to  achieve  the  following  performance 
standards: 

1.  For  weekday  events  that  have  12,500  or  more  attendees,  the 
project  shall  not  exceed  an  arrival  auto  mode  share  of 

53  percent. 

2.  For  weekend  events  that  have  12,500  or  more  attendees,  the 
project  shall  not  exceed  an  arrival  auto  mode  share  of 

59  percent. 

Project  Sponsor 

All  events  with  more  than 
12,500  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report  in  the  event  that  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service 
Plan  is  not  implemented 

OC1I  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

The  performance  standards  shall  be  achieved  by  the  middle  of 
the  Golden  State  Warriors'  third  season  at  the  event  center,  and 
for  every  Golden  State  Warriors  season  thereafter. 

The  project  sponsor  may  implement  any  combination  of  TDM 
strategies,  including  those  identified  in  the  proposed  project's 
TMP,  to  achieve  the  above  performance  standards.  Potential 
strategies  include,  but  are  not  limited  to: 

• Providing  shuttle  bus  service  between  major  transportation 
hubs  such  as  Transbay  Transit  Terminal,  BART  stations, 
Caltrain  stations  and  the  event  center. 

• Providing  bus  shuttles  between  park  & ride  lots,  remote 
parking  facilities,  or  other  facilities  or  locations  within  San 
Francisco,  and  the  event  center. 

• Facilitating  charter  bus  packages  through  the  event  sales 
department  to  encourage  large  groups  to  travel  to  and  from 
the  event  center  on  charter  buses. 

• Reducing  the  project  parking  demand  through  a variety  of 
mechanisms,  including  pricing. 

• Offering  high  occupancy  vehicle  parking  al  more  convenient 
locations  than  parking  for  the  general  public  and/or  at 
reduced  rates. 

• Undertaking  media  campaigns,  including  in  social  media, 
that  promote  walking  and/or  bicycling  to  the  event  center. 

• Conducting  cross-marketing  strategies  with  event  center 
businesses  (e.g.,  discount  on  merchandise/food  if  patrons 
arrive  by  transit  and/or  bike  or  on  foot). 

• Carrying  out  public  education  campaigns. 

• Offering  special  event  ferry  service  to  the  closest  ferry  station 
to  the  project  site  (similar  to  the  existing  service  provided 
between  AT&T  Park  and  Alameda  and  Marin  Counties  by 
Golden  Gate  Transit,  Alameda/Oakland  and  Vallejo  ferry 
service). 

• Providing  incentive  for  arrivals  by  bike. 

• Providing  transit  fare  incentives  to  event  ticket  holders. 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 
Monitoring  and  Reporting 

The  project  sponsor  shall  retain  a qualified  transportation 
professional1  to  conduct  travel  surveys,  as  outlined  below,  and 
to  document  the  results  in  a Transportation  Demand  Management 
Report.  Prior  to  beginning  the  travel  survey,  the  transportation 
professional  shall  develop  the  data  collection  methodology  in 
consultation  with  and  approved  by  OCII  (or  its  designated 
representative,  such  as  the  Planning  Department's 
Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO))  and  in  consultation  with 
SFMTA.  It  is  anticipated  that  data  collection  would  occur  at 
least  during  four  days  for  two  different  types  of  events,  for  a 
total  of  eight  days  annually.  Specifically,  data  collection  shall  be 
conducted  during  at  least  two  weekday  and  two  weekend  NBA 
basketball  games  with  12,500  or  more  attendees,  and  two 
weekday  and  two  weekend  non-basketball  events  with 
attendance  of  12,500  or  more  attendees. 

The  schedule  of  the  travel  surveys  shall  be  as  follows: 

• Comprehensive  travel  surveys  of  basketball  game  attendees 
shall  be  conducted  between  December  and  April  of  every 
season. 

• Comprehensive  travel  surveys  of  non-basketball  event 
attendees  (conventions  events,  concerts,  family  shows,  etc.) 
could  be  collected  any  time  during  the  year. 

The  following  data  of  event  attendees  shall  be  collected  as  part 
of  the  travel  surveys: 

• Origin/destination  of  the  trip  (city,  zip  code, 
home/work/other) 

• Mode  of  travel  to/from  event  center 

- If  by  transit,  list  mode  and  name  of  transit  operator 
(AC  Transit,  BART,  Caltrain,  Muni,  etc.) 

- If  by  rail  or  ferry,  name  of  station  trip  started  and  ended 


1 The  Transportation  Demand  Management  Report  shall  be  performed  by  a qualified  transportation  professional  from  the  Planning  Department's  Transportation  Consultant  Pool , 
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| Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

- If  by  auto,  number  of  people  in  the  vehicle 

- If  by  auto,  parking  location  and  approximate  walking 
time  to  event  center 

- If  by  auto,  ask  if  following  trips  would  continue  as  auto, 
or  if  anticipate  a mode  shift. 

- If  by  bicycle  or  walking,  name  the  origin  of  the  trip.  If  a 
transfer  from  regional  transit,  name  the  origin  and  operator. 

• If  by  bike  share,  name  the  origin  (i.e.,  the  pick  up  location)  of 
the  trip.  Note  if  trip  is  a "last  mile"  connection  from  regional 
transit,  and  include  the  origin  and  operator. 

• Arrival  and  departure  times  at  the  event  center 
The  travel  survey  shall  employ  whatever  methodology 
necessary,  as  approved  by  the  OCII  (or  its  designee)  in 
consultation  with  SFMTA,  to  collect  the  above  described  data 
including  but  not  limited  to:  manual  or  automatic  (e.g.,  video  or 
tubes)  traffic  volume  counts,  intercept  surveys,  smart  phone 
application-based  surveys,  and  on-line  surveys. 

The  Transportation  Demand  Management  Report(s)  shall  be 
submitted  to  OCII,  or  its  designee,  for  review  within  30  days  of 
completion  of  the  data  collection.  If  OCII,  or  its  designee,  finds 
that  the  project  exceeds  the  stated  mode  share  performance 
standard,  the  project  sponsor  shall  revise  the  proposed  project's 
Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  to  incorporate  a set  of 
measures  that  would  lower  the  auto  mode  share.  OCII,  or  its 
designee,  shall  review  and  approve  the  revised  TMP.  For 
basketball  events,  the  TMP  shall  be  revised  by  no  later  than 
August  15th  of  the  calendar  year  to  ensure  adequate  lead  time 
to  implement  TDM  measures  prior  to  the  start  of  the  following 
basketball  season.  For  non-basketball  events,  the  proposed 
project's  TMP  shall  be  revised  within  90  days  of  submittal  of  the 
Transportation  Demand  Management  Report  to  incorporate  a set  of 
measure  that  would  lower  the  auto  mode  share. 

If  the  project  does  not  meet  the  stated  performance  standard,  tire 
project  sponsor  shall  implement  TDM  measures  and  collect  data 
on  a semi-annual  basis  (i.e.,  twice  during  a calendar  year)  to 

OCII  Case  No.  F.R  2014-919-97 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

assess  their  effectiveness  for  basketball  games  and  other  events. 
The  implementation  of  TDM  measures  shall  be  intensified  until 
the  auto  mode  split  performance  standard  is  achieved.  Upon 
achievement  of  the  performance  standard,  the  project  sponsor 
may  resume  travel  survey  data  collection  for  basketball  and  non- 
basketball events  on  an  annual  basis.  If  the  sponsor  demonstrates 
three  consecutive  years  of  meeting  the  auto  mode  share 
performance  standard,  the  comprehensive  data  collection  effort 
may  occur  every  two  years. 

The  data  collection  plan  described  above  may  be  modified  by 
OCII,  or  its  designee,  in  consultation  with  SFMTA  if  field 
observations  and/or  other  circumstances  require  data  collection 
at  different  times  and/or  for  different  events  than  specified 
above.  The  modification  of  the  data  collection  plan,  however, 
shall  not  change  the  performance  standards  set  forth  in  this 
mitigation  measure. 

M-TR-22:  Provide  Safe  Pedestrian  Access  to  Adjacent  Transit 
and  Parking  f acilities  and  Monitoring  (Required  only  without 
implementation  of  Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan) 

During  events  with  3,000  or  more  attendees,  the  project  sponsor 
shall  be  responsible  for  providing  trained  personnel  (e.g.,  off-duty 
SFPD  staff)  to  control  pedestrian,  bicycle  and  vehicular  flows  to 
and  from  the  event  center  at  the  intersections  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  project  site  and  to  ensure  that  Muni  platforms 
serving  the  site  are  not  over  capacity.  The  trained  personnel  shall 
be  provided  during  pre-  and  post-event  periods.  The  project 
sponsor  shall  ensure  that  conflicts  between  various  modes  are 
reduced  to  the  maximum  extent  possible  through  adequate 
staffing  of  trained  personnel  as  well  as  other  measures,  as 
appropriate. 

Other  pedestrian  management  measures  that  could  be 
implemented  include  but  are  not  limited  to:  installation  of 
barricades,  proper  signage  and  announcements  to  disperse 
patrons  to  other  streets  around  the  project  site,  such  as  to  Terry  A. 
Francois  Boulevard,  and  cross-marketing  incentives  such  as 
| discounts  at  the  restaurant  and  retail  establishments  to  extend  the 

Project  Sponsor 

All  events  with  more  than 
3,000  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report  in  the  event  that  Muni 
Special  Event  Transit  Service 
Plan  is  not  implemented 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

peak  departure  period.  Through  the  implementation  of  various 
strategies,  the  project  sponsor  shall  ensure  that  pedestrian 
conflicts  with  other  modes  are  minimized  by  separating  vehicles, 
bicycles,  transit  and  pedestrian  flows  to  the  greatest  extent 
possible,  including  ensuring  that  various  modes  are  adequately 
instructed  about  when  it  is  their  turn  to  proceed.  The  project 
sponsor  shall  also  ensure  that  Muni  platforms  are  not 
overcrowded  by  staging  event  attendees  on  the  adjacent 
sidewalks  until  there  is  sufficient  space  on  the  Muni  platforms, 
which  are  proposed  to  be  expanded  as  part  of  the  project. 

At  the  intersection  of  Third/South,  the  trained  personnel  shall 
implement  strategies  to  allow  pedestrians  to  cross  the  street 
safely.  The  strategies  could  include  allowing  authorized 
personnel  to  manually  override  the  traffic  signal  and  direct 
pedestrians  to  cross,  erecting  temporary  pedestrian  crossing 
barriers,  allowing  use  of  the  dosed  Third  Street  as  a pedestrian 
access  route,  providing  a defined  passenger  waiting  area  within 
the  closed  Third  Street,  and  shielding  passengers  waiting  to 
board  light  rail  from  adjacent  pedestrian  traffic. 

Monitoring  and  Reporting 

The  project  sponsor  shall  retain  a qualified  transportation 
professional2  to  conduct  field  observations  of  pedestrian 
hazards  and  safety  conditions  along  Third  Street  adjacent  to  the 
project  site,  as  outlined  below,  and  to  document  the  results  in  a 
Pedestrian  Access  Report.  City  staff  shall  verify  the  field  data 
collection  results.  Prior  to  beginning  field  observations,  the 
transportation  professional  shall  develop  the  data  collection 
methodology  in  consultation  with  and  approved  by  OCII,  or  its 
designee,  in  coordination  with  SFMTA.  The  data  collection 
methodology  shall  be  reviewed  and  revised  annually,  if 
appropriate.  Field  observations  shall  be  conducted  during  the 
following  event  types  and  attendance  levels: 

The  Transportation  Demand  Management  Report  shall  be  performed  by  a qualified  transportation  professional  from  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department's  Transportation  Consultant  Pool.  Available  online  at 
http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1886.  Accessed  May  28,  2015. 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

1 

1 1 

• at  least  two  weekday  NBA  basketball  games  with  12,500  or 
more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekend  NBA  basketball  games  with  12,500  or 
more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekday  non-basketball  game  events  with 
12,500  or  more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekend  non-basketball  game  events  with 
12,500  or  more  attendees; 

• at  least  two  weekday  non-basketball  game  events  with  3,000 
to  9,000  attendees;  and, 

• at  least  two  weekend  non-basketball  game  events  with  3,000 
to  9,000  attendees;  and 

• at  least  two  weekday  convention  events  of  9,000  or  more 
attendees. 

The  pedestrian  hazard  and  safety  conditions  field  observations 
shall  occur  on  an  annual  basis.  The  Pedestrian  Access  Report  shall 
be  submitted  to  SFMTA,  OCU  and  Planning  Department  for 
review  within  30  days  of  completion  of  the  data  collection.  If  OCI1 
finds  that  the  project  does  not  meet  the  performance  standard 
outlined  below,  the  Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  shall 
be  revised  to  incorporate  techniques  to  minimize  conflicts 
between  pedestrians  and  other  modes.  The  TMP  shall  be  revised 
within  90  days  of  submittal  of  the  Pedestrian  Access  Report.  When 
the  project  is  not  meeting  the  stated  performance  standard,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  collect  data  on  a semi-annual  basis  (i.e., 
twice  during  a calendar  year)  to  assess  the  effectiveness  of  various 
measures  incorporated  into  the  revised  TMP.  The  implementation 
of  various  measures  shall  be  intensified  until  pedestrian  access  to 
and  from  the  site  occurs  in  a safe  manner,  as  determined  by  OCI1, 
or  its  designee. 

The  performance  standard  for  safe  pedestrian  operations  consists 
of  the  following:  substantial  numbers  of  pedestrians  are  not 
spilling  onto  the  Muni  right-of-way  area,  are  not  illegally  crossing 
Third  Street  midblock,  are  not  overcrowding  the  Muni  platforms, 
and  are  not  crossing  intersections  against  the  signal.  Upon 
achievement  of  the  performance  standard,  the  project  sponsor 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

may  resume  field  observations  for  basketball,  non-basketball 
and  convention  events  on  an  annual  basis.  If  the  sponsor 
demonstrates  three  consecutive  years  of  meeting  the 
performance  standard,  the  comprehensive  data  collection  effort 
may  occur  every  two  years. 

Further,  in  reviewing  the  Pedestrian  Access  Report,  OCII,  or  its 
designee,  may  adjust  the  size  of  the  events  for  which  this 
measure  is  applicable.  For  example,  if  small  scale  events  (e.g., 
those  with  5,000  attendees)  do  not  result  in  crosswalk  and/or 
Muni  platform  overcrowding  or  other  similar  pedestrian  safety 
conditions,  OCII,  or  its  designee,  may  revise  this  mitigation 
measure  to  apply  to  events  of  5,001  or  more  attendees. 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47:  Transportation 
System  Management  Plan3 

Prepare  a TSM  Plan,  which  could  include  the  following: 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  £.47. a:  Shuttle  Bus  - Operate 

shuttle  bus  service  between  Mission  Bay  and  regional  transit 
stops  in  San  Francisco  (e.g.,  BART,  Caltrain,  Ferry  Terminal, 
Transbay  Transit  Terminal),  and  specific  gathering  points  in 
major  San  Francisco  neighborhoods  (e.g.,  Richmond  and 
Mission  Districts). 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.b:  Transit  Pass  Sales  - Sell 
transit  passes  in  neighborhood  retail  stores  and  commercial 
buildings  in  the  Project  Area. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  SFMTA; 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.C : Employee  Transit  Subsidies  - 
Provide  a system  of  employee  transportation  subsidies  for 
major  employers. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

3 The  Mission  Bay  South  Transportation  Management  Plan  incorporates  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measures  47a  - 47c,  and  47e  - 47i,  and  it  is  part  of  the  Mission  Bay  South  Owners  Participation  Agreement  for 
development  within  Mission  Bay.  Because  the  project  sponsor  would  be  subject  to  the  Owner  Participation  Agreement,  these  mitigation  measures  were  assumed  to  be  part  of  the  proposed  project,  and  are  summarized 
here  for  informational  purposes.  The  Mission  Bay  Transportation  Management  Association  (Mission  Bay  TMA)  is  the  non-profit  organization  that  was  formed  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Mission  Bay  FSEIR 
Mitigation  Measure  E.46:  Transportation  Management  Organization,  and  implement,  as  appropriate,  the  Transportation  System  Management  measures  included  in  Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measures  E.47: 
Transportation  System  Management  Plan.  The  Mission  Bay  TMA  submits  an  Annual  Report  to  OCII  on  the  Transportation  Management  Plan  activities,  including  the  Mission  Bay  TMA  shuttle  service  and  ridership, 
travel  surveys,  Transportation  Demand  Management  marketing  efforts,  and  other  transportation  planning  coordination  with  SFMTA. 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

• FSE1R  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.e:  Secure  Bicycle  Parking  - 
Provide  secure  bicycle  parking  area  in  parking  garages  of 
residential  buildings,  office  buildings,  and  research  and 
development  facilities.  Provide  secure  bicycle  parking  areas 
by  1)  constructing  secure  bicycle  parking  at  a ratio  of  I 
bicycle  parking  space  for  each  20  automobile  parking  spaces, 
and  2)  carry  out  an  annual  survey  program  during  project 
development  to  establish  trends  in  bicycle  use  and  to 
estimate  actual  demand  for  secure  bicycle  parking  and  for 
sidewalk  bicycle  racks,  increasing  the  number  of  secure 
bicycle  parking  spaces  or  racks  either  in  new  buildings  or  in 
existing  automobile  parking  facilities  to  meet  the  estimated 
demand.  Provide  secure  bicycle  racks  throughout  Mission 
Bay  for  the  use  of  visitors. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;-ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSE1R  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.f.  Appropriate  Street  Lighting  - 
Ensure  that  streets  and  sidewalks  in  Mission  Bay  are 
sufficiently  lit  to  provide  pedestrians  and  bicyclists  with  a 
greater  sense  of  safety,  and  thereby  encourage  Mission  Bay 
employees,  visitors  and  residents  to  walk  and  bicycle  to  and 
from  Mission  Bay. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSE1R  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.g : Transit  and  Pedestrian  and 
Bicycle  Route  Information  - Provide  maps  of  the  local  and 
citywide  pedestrian  and  bicycle  routes  with  transit  maps  and 
information  on  kiosks  throughout  the  Project  Area  to 
promote  multi-modal  travel. 

SFMTA  to  provide  in 
connection  with  transit 
shelters  and  other  transit 
signage;  Project  Sponsor 
through  participation  in  the 
TMA 

In  conjunction  with  transit 
shelter  and  signage  plans 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47.h : Parking  Management 

Strategies  - Establish  parking  management  guidelines  for  the 
private  operators  of  parking  facilities  in  the  Project  Area. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

• FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47i : Flexible  Work 

Hours/Telecommuting  - Where  feasible,  offer  employees  in 
the  Project  Area  the  opportunity  to  work  on  flexible 
schedules  and/or  telecommute  so  they  could  avoid  peak 
hour  traffic  conditions. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  warranted  by 
development;  ongoing 
review  with  OCII 

OCII 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 
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Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

• FSE1R  Mitigation  Measure  E.49:  Ferry  Service  - Make  a good 
faith  effort  to  assist  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  and  others  in 
ongoing  studies  of  the  feasibility  of  expanding  regional  ferry 
service.  Make  good  faith  efforts  to  assist  in  implementing 
feasible  study  recommendations. 

Mission  Bay  TMA;  Project 
Sponsor  through 
participation  in  the  TMA 

As  identified  by  Mission 
Bay  TMA;  ongoing  review 
with  OCII 

OCII;  Port 

Include  in  Mission  Bay  TMA 
annual  report 

Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3 

M-NO-4a:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Outdoor  Amplified  Sound 

The  project  sponsor  shall  develop  and  implement  a Noise  Control 
Plan  for  operations  at  the  proposed  entertainment  venues  to 
reduce  the  potential  for  noise  impacts  from  public  address  and/or 
amplified  music.  This  Noise  Control  Plan  shall  contain  the 
following  elements: 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  comply  with  noise  controls  and 
restrictions  in  applicable  entertainment  permit  requirements 
for  outdoor  concerts. 

• Speaker  systems  shall  be  directed  away  from  the  nearest 
sensitive  receptors  to  the  degree  feasible. 

• Outdoor  speaker  systems  shall  be  operated  consistent  with  the 
restrictions  of  Section  2909  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code, 
and  conform  to  a performance  standard  of  8 dBA  and  dBC 
over  existing  ambient  L90  noise  levels  at  the  nearest  residential 
use. 

Project  Sponsor 

Submission  of  noise 
control  plan  prior  to 
applicable  outdoor  events 
or  as  required  to  obtain 
necessary  permits 

San  Francisco  Entertainment 
Commission 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  for  each 
applicable  event  or  as  required 
to  obtain  necessary  permits 

M-NO-4b:  Noise  Control  Plan  for  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit 

As  part  of  the  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit  process,  the  project 
sponsor  shall  develop  and  implement  a Noise  Control  Plan  for 
operations  at  the  proposed  entertainment  venue  to  reduce  the 
potential  for  noise  impacts  from  interior  event  noise.  This  Noise 
Control  Plan  shall,  at  a minimum,  contain  the  following  elements: 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  comply  with  noise  controls  and 
restrictions  in  applicable  entertainment  permit  requirements. 

• The  establishment  shall  provide  adequate  ventilation  within 
the  structures  such  that  doors  and/or  windows  are  not  left 
open  for  such  purposes  resulting  in  noise  emission  from  the 
premises. 

Project  Sponsor 

Submission  of  noise 
control  plan  as  required  by 
Place  of  Entertainment 
Permit 

San  Francisco  Entertainment 
Commission 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  permit 
approval 
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Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3  (cont.) 

• There  shall  be  no  noise  audible  outside  the  establishment 
during  the  daytime  or  nighttime  hours  that  violates  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  Section  49  or  2900  et.  seq. 
Further,  no  sound  from  the  establishment  shall  be  audible 
inside  any  surrounding  residences  or  businesses  that  violates 
San  Francisco  Police  Code  section  2900  et.  seq. 

• Permit  holder  shall  take  all  reasonable  measures  to  ensure 
the  sidewalks  adjacent  to  the  premises  are  not  blocked  or 
unnecessarily  affected  by  patrons  or  employees  due  to  the 
operations  of  the  premises  and  shall  provide  security 
whenever  patrons  gather  outdoors. 

• Permit  holder  shall  provide  a cell  phone  number  to  all 
interested  neighbors  that  will  be  answered  at  all  times  by  a 
manager  or  other  responsible  person  who  has  the  authority 
to  adjust  volume  and  respond  to  other  complaints  whenever 
entertainment  is  provided. 

M-C-NO-1:  Construction  Noise  Control  Measures 

Contractors  shall  employ  site-specific  noise  attenuation 
measures  during  construction  to  reduce  the  generation  of 
construction  noise.  These  measures  shall  be  included  in  a Noise 
Control  Plan  that  shall  be  submitted  for  review  and  approval  by 
the  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  to  ensure  that 
construction  noise  is  reduced  to  the  degree  feasible.  Measures 
specified  in  the  Noise  Control  Plan  and  implemented  during 
project  construction  shall  include,  at  a minimum,  the  following 
noise  control  strategies: 

• Equipment  and  trucks  used  for  construction  shall  use  the 
best  available  noise  control  techniques  (e.g.,  improved 
mufflers,  equipment  redesign,  use  of  intake  silencers,  ducts, 
engine  enclosures,  and  acoustically  attenuating  shields  or 
shrouds). 

• Construction  equipment  with  lower  noise  emission  ratings 
shall  be  used  whenever  possible,  particularly  for  air 
compressors. 

Project  Sponsor  and 
Construction  Contractor 

Submit  plan  prior  to 
issuance  of  construction 
site  permit; 

implementation  of  plan 
ongoing  during 
construction 

OCII;  DBI 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Periodic  during 
construction 
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Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3  (cont.) 

• Sound-control  devices  no  less  effective  than  those  provided  by 
the  manufacturer  shall  be  provided  on  all  construction 
equipment. 

• Impact  tools  (e.g.,  jack  hammers,  pavement  breakers,  and  rock 
drills)  used  for  construction  shall  be  hydraulically  or 
electrically  powered  wherever  possible  to  avoid  noise 
associated  with  compressed  air  exhaust  from  pneumatically 
powered  tools.  Where  use  of  pneumatic  tools  is  unavoidable, 
an  exhaust  muffler  on  the  compressed  air  exhaust  shall  be 
used;  this  muffler  can  lower  noise  levels  from  the  exhaust  by 
up  to  about  10  dBA.  External  jackets  on  the  tools  themselves 
shall  be  used  where  feasible;  this  could  achieve  a reduction  of 
5 dBA.  Quieter  procedures,  such  as  use  of  drills  rather  than 
impact  tools,  shall  be  used  where  feasible. 

• Stationary  noise  sources  such  as  material  stockpiles  and 
vehicle  staging  areas  shall  be  located  as  far  from  adjacent 
receptors  as  possible. 

• Enclosures  and  mufflers  for  stationary  equipment  shall  be 
provided,  impact  tools  shall  be  shrouded  or  shielded,  and 
barriers  shall  be  installed  around  particularly  noisy  activities 
at  the  construction  sites  so  that  the  line  of  sight  between  the 
construction  activities  and  nearby  sensitive  receptor  locations 
is  blocked  to  the  extent  feasible. 

• Unnecessary  idling  of  internal  combustion  engines  shall  be 
prohibited. 

• Construction-related  vehicles  and  equipment  shall  be 
required  to  use  designated  truck  routes  to  travel  to  and  from 
the  project  sites  as  determined  in  consultation  with  the 
SFMTA  as  part  of  the  permit  process  prior  to  construction 
(see  Improvement  Measure  I-TR-1:  Construction 
Management  Plan  and  Public  Updates). 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  designate  a point  of  contact  to 
respond  to  noise  complaints.  The  point  of  contact  must  have 
the  authority  to  modify  construction  noise-generating 
activities  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  measures  above  and 
with  the  San  Francisco  Noise  Ordinance. 
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Air  Quality,  SE1R  Section  5.4 

r 

I 

M-AQ-1:  Construction  Emissions  Minimization 

A.  Construction  Emissions  Minimization  Plan.  Prior  to  issuance  of 
a construction  permit,  the  project  sponsor  shall  submit  a 
Construction  Emissions  Minimization  Plan  (Plan)  to  the  OCII 
or  its  designated  representative  for  review  and  approval  by 
an  Air  Quality  Specialist.  The  Plan  shall  detail  project 
compliance  with  the  following  requirements: 

1.  All  off-road  equipment  greater  than  25  horsepower  (hp) 
and  operating  for  more  than  20  total  hours  over  tire  entire 
duration  of  construction  activities  shall  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

a)  Where  access  to  alternative  sources  of  power  are 
reasonably  available,  portable  diesel  engines  shall  be 
prohibited.  Where  portable  diesel  engines  are  required 
because  alternative  sources  of  power  are  not 
reasonably  available,  the  diesel  engine  shall  meet  the 
equipment  compliance  step-down  schedule  in  Table 
M-AQ-1-1. 

TABLE  M-AQ-1-1 

OFF-ROAD  EQUIPMENT  COMPLIANCE  STEP-DOWN  SCHEDULE 


Compliance 

Alternative 

Engine  Emission 
Standard 

Emissions  Control 

1 

Tier  4 Interim 

ARB  NOx  VDECS  (40%)4 

2 

Tier  3 

ARB  NOx  VDECS  (40%) 

3 

Tier  2 

ARB  NOx  VDECS  (40%) 

How  to  use  the  table:  If  the  requirements  of  (A)(1)(b)  cannot  be  met, 
then  the  project  sponsor  would  need  to  meet  Compliance  Alternative 
1 . Should  the  project  sponsor  not  be  able  to  supply  off-road 
equipment  meeting  Compliance  Alternative  1,  then  Compliance 
Alternative  2 would  need  to  be  met.  Should  the  project  sponsor  not  be 
able  to  supply  off-road  equipment  meeting  Compliance  Alternative  2, 
then  Compliance  Alternative  3 would  need  to  be  met. 

Project  Sponsor  and 
Construction  Contractor 


Submit  plan  prior  to 
issuance  of  construction 
site  permit  and 
implementation  of  plan 
ongoing  during 
construction;  Final  plan 
within  six  months  of  the 
completion  of  construction. 


Project  sponsor  to  submit  a 
Construction  Emissions 
Minimization  Plan  to  the 
OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  for  review 
and  approval  by  an  Air 
Quality  Specialist 


As  specified  in  the  measure 


4 http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/verdev/vt/cvt.htm 


OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 


MMRP-28 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Air  Quality,  SEIR  Section  5.4  (cont.) 

b)  All  off-road  equipment  shall  have  engines  that  meet 
either  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (USEPA) 
or  California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB)  Tier  4 off- 
road emission  standards.  If  engines  that  comply  with 
Tier  4 off-road  emission  standards  are  not  commercially 
available,  then  the  project  sponsor  shall  provide  the  next 
cleanest  piece  of  off-road  equipment  as  provided  by  the 
step  down  schedules  in  Table  M-AQ-1-1, 

i.  For  purposes  of  this  mitigation  measure, 
"commercially  available"  shall  mean  the  availability 
of  Tier  4 equipment  taking  into  consideration  factors 
such  as:  (i)  critical  path  timing  of  construction;  (ii) 
geographic  proximity  to  the  Project  site  of  equipment; 
and  (iii)  geographic  proximity  of  access  to  off  haul 
deposit  sites. 

ii.  The  project  sponsor  shall  maintain  records  concerning 
its  efforts  to  comply  with  this  requirement. 

2.  The  project  sponsor  shall  require  the  idling  time  for  off- 
road and  on-road  equipment  be  limited  to  no  more  than 
two  minutes,  except  as  provided  in  exceptions  to  the 
applicable  state  regulations  regarding  idling  for  off-road 
and  on-road  equipment.  Legible  and  visible  signs  shall  be 
posted  in  multiple  languages  (English,  Spanish,  and 
Chinese)  in  designated  queuing  areas  and  at  the 
construction  site  to  remind  operators  of  the  two  minute 
idling  limit. 

3.  The  project  sponsor  shall  require  that  construction 
operators  properly  maintain  and  tune  equipment  in 
accordance  with  manufacturer  specifications. 

4.  The  Plan  shall  include  estimates  of  the  construction 
timeline  by  phase  with  a description  of  each  piece  of  off- 
road equipment  required  for  every  construction  phase. 
Off-road  equipment  descriptions  and  information  may 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to:  equipment  type, 
equipment  manufacturer,  equipment  identification 
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Air  Quality,  SE1R  Section  5.4  (conk) 

i 1 

r n 

1 

1 

number,  engine  model  year,  engine  certification  (Tier 
rating),  horsepower,  engine  serial  number,  and  expected 
fuel  usage  and  hours  of  operation.  For  VDECS  installed: 
technology  type,  serial  number,  make,  model,  manufacturer, 
CARB  verification  number  level,  and  installation  date  and 
hour  meter  reading  on  installation  date.  For  off-road 
equipment  using  alternative  fuels,  reporting  shall  indicate 
the  type  of  alternative  fuel  being  used.  Renewable  diesel 
shall  be  considered  as  an  alternative  fuel  if  it  can  be 
demonstrated  to  OC1I  or  the  City's  air  quality  specialists  that 
it  is  compatible  with  tiered  engines  and  that  emissions  of 
ROG  and  NOx  from  transport  of  fuel  to  the  project  site  will 
not  offset  its  NOx  reduction  potential.  The  plan  shall  also 
include  estimates  of  ROG  and  NOx  emissions. 

5.  The  project  sponsor  shall  keep  the  Plan  available  for  public 
review  on  site  during  working  hours.  The  project  sponsor 
shall  post  at  the  perimeter  of  the  project  site  a legible  and 
visible  sign  summarizing  the  requirements  of  the  Plan.  The 
sign  shall  also  state  that  the  public  may  ask  to  inspect  the 
Plan  at  any  time  during  working  hours,  and  shall  explain 
how  to  request  inspection  of  the  Plan.  Signs  shall  be  posted 
on  all  sides  of  the  construction  site  that  face  a public  right- 
of-way.  The  project  sponsor  shall  provide  copies  of  the  Plan 
to  members  of  the  public  as  requested. 

Reporting.  Quarterly  reports  shall  be  submitted  to  the  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative  indicating  the  construction  phase 
and  off-road  equipment  information  used  during  each  phase 
including  the  information  required  in  A(4).  In  addition,  for  off- 
road equipment  using  alternative  fuels,  reporting  shall  include 
the  actual  amount  of  alternative  fuel  used. 

Within  six  months  of  the  completion  of  construction 
activities,  the  project  sponsor  shall  submit  to  the  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative  a final  report  summarizing 
construction  activities.  The  final  report  shall  indicate  the  start 
and  end  dates  and  duration  of  each  construction  phase.  For 
each  phase,  the  report  shall  include  detailed  information 
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Air  Quality,  SEIR  Section  5.4  (cont.) 

required  in  A(4).  In  addition,  for  off-road  equipment  using 
alternative  fuels,  reporting  shall  include  the  actual  amount  of 
alternative  fuel  used. 

C.  Certification  Statement  and  On-site  Requirements.  Prior  to  the 
commencement  of  construction  activities,  the  project  sponsor 
must  certify  (1)  compliance  with  the  Plan,  and  (2)  all 
applicable  requirements  of  the  Plan  have  been  incorporated 
into  contract  specifications. 

M-AQ-2a:  Reduce  Operational  Emissions 

The  project  sponsor  shall  implement  the  following  measures: 

• Provision  of  outlets  for  electrically  powered  landscape 
equipment 

• Use  of  renewable  diesel  to  power  back-up  diesel  generators  if 
it  can  be  demonstrated  to  OCII  or  the  City's  air  quality 
specialists  that  it  is  compatible  with  tiered  engines  and  that 
emissions  of  ROG  and  NOx  from  transport  of  fuel  to  the 
project  site  will  not  offset  its  NOx  reduction  potential. 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-2c:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  (see  Section  5.2, 
Transportation  and  Circulation,  Impact  TR-2) 

• Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-llc:  Additional  Strategies  to 
Reduce  Transportation  Impacts  of  Overlapping  Events  (see 
Section  5.2,  Transportation  and  Circulation,  Impact  TR-11) 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  completion  of 
construction,  and  prior  to 
issuance  of  certificate  of 
occupancy 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Provide  outlets  upon 
completion  of  final  design 

Use  of  renewable  diesel  to  be 
conducted  as  available; 

See  above  for  Mitigation 
Measure  M-TR-2c  and  TR-llc 

M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 

Upon  completion  of  construction,  and  prior  to  issuance  of 
certificate  of  occupancy,  the  project  sponsor,  with  the  oversight 
of  OCII  or  its  designated  representative,  shall  either: 

1)  Pay  a mitigation  offset  fee  to  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District's  (BAAQMD)  Strategic  Incentives 
Division  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $18,030  per  weighted 
ton  of  ozone  precursors  per  year  requiring  emissions  offsets 
plus  a 5 percent  administrative  fee  to  fund  one  or  more 
emissions  reduction  projects  within  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
Area  Air  Basin  (SFBAAB).  This  fee  is  intended  to  fund 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  completion  of 
construction,  and  prior  to 
issuance  of  certificate  of 
occupancy 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
acceptance  of  fee  by  BAAQMD 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 
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Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Air  Quality,  SEIR  Section  5.4  (cont.)  | 

emissions  reduction  projects  to  achieve  reductions  of  17  tons 
of  ozone  precursors  per  year,  the  estimated  tonnage  of 
operational  and  construction-related  emissions  offsets 
required.  Documentation  of  payment  shall  be  provided  to 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative. 

The  project  sponsor  shall  provide  calculations  to  the 
satisfaction  of  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  of  the 
final  amount  of  emissions  from  construction  activities  based 
on  the  reporting  requirements  of  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
AQ-1,  which  shall  consider  the  final  destination  of  off- 
hauled  soil  and  construction  waste  materials  by  on-road 
trucks,  contributions  from  Electrical  Power  Distribution 
System  Expansion,  and  the  degree  of  compliance  with  off- 
road equipment  engine  types  that  were  commercially 
available.  If  the  calculated  construction  emissions  of  ozone 
precursors  require  offsets  in  excess  of  17  tons  per  year,  then 
the  applicant  shall  provide  the  additional  offset  amount 
commensurate  with  the  calculated  ozone  precursor 
emissions  exceeding  17  tons  per  year. 

Acceptance  of  this  fee  by  the  BAAQMD  shall  serve  as  an 
acknowledgment  and  commitment  by  the  BAAQMD  to: 

(1)  implement  an  emissions  reduction  project(s)  within  one 
year  of  receipt  of  the  mitigation  fee  to  achieve  the  emission 
reduction  objectives  specified  above;  and  (2)  provide 
documentation  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  and 
to  the  project  sponsor  describing  the  project(s)  funded  by 
the  mitigation  fee,  including  the  amount  of  emissions  of 
ROG  and  NOx  reduced  (tons  per  year)  within  the  SFBAAB 
from  the  emissions  reduction  project(s).  If  there  is  any 
remaining  unspent  portion  of  the  mitigation  offset  fee 
following  implementation  of  the  emission  reduction 
project(s),  the  project  sponsor  shall  be  entitled  to  a refund  in 
that  amount  from  the  BAAQMD.  To  qualify  under  this 
mitigation  measure,  the  specific  emissions  retrofit  project 
must  result  in  emission  reductions  within  the  SFBAAB  that 
would  not  otherwise  be  achieved  through  compliance  with 
existing  regulatory  requirements;  or 
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Mitigation 
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Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 

Verification  of  Compliance 

Air  Quality,  SE1R  Section  5.4  (cont.) 

M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets,  Option  2 

2)  Directly  implement  a specific  offset  project  to  achieve 

reductions  of  17  tons  per  year  of  ozone  precursors  (or  greater 
as  described  in  item  1 above).  To  qualify  under  this 
mitigation  measure,  the  specific  emissions  retrofit  project 
must  result  in  emission  reductions  within  the  SFBAAB  that 
would  not  otherwise  be  achieved  through  compliance  with 
existing  regulatory  requirements.  Prior  to  implementation  of 
the  offset  project,  the  project  sponsor  must  obtain  OCII's 
approval  of  the  proposed  offset  project  by  providing 
documentation  of  the  estimated  amount  of  emissions  of  ROG 
and  NOx  to  be  reduced  (tons  per  year)  within  the  SFBAAB 
from  the  emissions  reduction  project(s).  The  project  sponsor 
shall  notify  OCII  within  six  months  of  completion  of  the 
offset  project  for  OCII  verification. 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  completion  of 
construction,  and  prior  to 
issuance  of  certificate  of 
occupancy 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  project  and 
OCII's  verification 

Wind  and  Shadow,  SEIR  Section  5.6 

M-WS-l:  Develop  and  Implement  Design  Measures  to  Reduce 
Project  Off-site  Wind  Hazards 

The  project  sponsor  shall  develop  and  implement  design 
measures  to  reduce  the  identified  project  off-site  wind  hazards. 
The  project  sponsor  has  selected  a specific  on-site  design 
modification  (installation  of  a solid  canopy  with  a porous  vertical 
standoff  at  the  ground  level  of  the  southwest  corner  of  the 
proposed  16th  Street  office  building)  that  is  demonstrated  to  be 
effective  in  reducing  the  project  wind  hazard  impact  to  a less- 
than-significant  level.  Other  measures  may  include  additional  on- 
site project  design  modifications  or  additions,  additional  on-site 
landscaping;  and  the  implementation  of  potential  additional  off- 
site streetscape  landscaping  or  other  off-site  wind-reducing 
features.  Potential  on-  and/or  off -site  project  site  wind-reduction 
design  measures  developed  by  the  sponsor  would  be  coordinated 
with,  and  subject  to  review  and  approval,  by  OCII. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
building  permit. 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  final  design 
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Monitoring 
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Verification  of  Compliance 

Utilities  and  Service  Systems,  SE1R  Section  5.7 

M-C-UT-4:  Fair  Share  Contribution  for  Mariposa  Pump 
Station  Upgrades 

Upon  determination  by  the  SFPUC  of  the  nature  and  cost  of 
needed  improvements,  the  project  sponsor  shall  pay  its  fair 
share  for  improvements  to  the  Mariposa  Pump  Station  and 
associated  wastewater  facilities  required  to  provide  adequate 
sewer  capacity  within  the  project  area  and  serve  the  project  as 
determined  by  the  SFPUC.  The  contribution  shall  be  in 
proportion  to  the  wastewater  flows  from  the  proposed  project 
relative  to  the  total  design  capacity  of  the  upgraded  pump 
station(s).  The  project  sponsor  shall  not  be  responsible  for  any 
share  of  costs  to  address  pre-existing  pump  station  deficiencies. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  determined  by  the 
SFPUC 

OCII;  SFPUC 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
acceptance  of  fee  by  SFPUC 

1 Hydrology  and  Water  Quality,  Initial  Study  Section  E15  and  SEIR  Section  5.9 

M-HY-6.  Wastewater  Sampling  Ports 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measures  K.2.  Participate  in  the 
City's  existing  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program.  Facilitate 
implementation  of  the  City's  Water  Pollution  Prevention 
Program  by  providing  and  installing  wastewater  sampling 
ports  in  any  building  anticipated  to  have  a potentially 
significant  discharge  of  pollutants  to  the  sanitary  sewer,  as 
determined  by  the  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program  of  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission's  Bureau  of 
Environmental  Regulation  and  Management,  and  in  locations  as 
determined  by  the  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Program. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
building  permit 

OCII;  SFPUC 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  final  design 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4 

M-CP-2a:  Archaeological  Testing,  Monitoring  and/or  Data 
Recovery  Program 

Based  on  a reasonable  presumption  that  archaeological 
resources  may  be  present  within  the  project  site,  the  following 
measures  shall  be  undertaken  to  avoid  any  potentially 
significant  adverse  effect  from  the  proposed  project  on  buried 
or  submerged  historical  resources.  The  project  sponsor  shall 
retain  the  services  of  an  archaeological  consultant  approved  by 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative  such  as  those  from  the 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  construction 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  and  approval  of 
report 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

rotational  Department  Qualified  Archaeological  Consultants 
List  (QACL)  maintained  by  the  Planning  Department 
archaeologist.  The  project  sponsor  shall  contact  the  Department 
archaeologist  to  obtain  the  names  and  contact  information  for 
the  next  three  archaeological  consultants  on  the  QACL.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  undertake  an  archaeological 
testing  program  as  specified  herein.  In  addition,  the  consultant 
shall  be  available  to  conduct  an  archaeological  monitoring 
and/or  data  recovery  program  if  required  pursuant  to  this 
measure.  The  archaeological  consultant's  work  shall  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  this  measure  at  the  direction  of 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  All  plans  and  reports 
prepared  by  the  consultant  as  specified  herein  shall  be 
submitted  first  and  directly  to  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  for  review  and  comment,  and  shall  be  considered 
draft  reports  subject  to  revision  until  final  approval  by  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative.  Archaeological  monitoring  and/or 
data  recovery  programs  required  by  this  measure  could 
suspend  construction  of  the  project  for  up  to  a maximum  of  four 
weeks.  At  the  direction  of  the  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative,  the  suspension  of  construction  can  be  extended 
beyond  four  weeks  only  if  such  a suspension  is  the  only  feasible 
means  to  reduce  to  a less  than  significant  level  potential  effects  on 
a significant  archaeological  resource  as  defined  in  CEQA 
Guidelines  Sect.  15064.5  (a)(c). 

Consultation  with  Descendant  Communities : On  discovery  of 
an  archaeological  site5  associated  with  descendant  Native 
Americans,  the  Overseas  Chinese,  or  other  descendant  group  an 
appropriate  representative6  of  the  descendant  group  and  OCII 
or  its  designated  representative  shall  be  contacted.  The 
representative  of  the  descendant  group  shall  be  given  the 

5 The  term  "archaeological  site"  is  intended  here  to  include,  at  a minimum,  any  archaeological  deposit,  feature,  burial,  or  evidence  of  burial. 

6 An  "appropriate  representative"  of  the  descendant  group  is  here  defined  to  mean,  in  the  case  of  Native  Americans,  any  individual  listed  in  the  current  Native  American  Contact  List  for  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  maintained  by  the  California  Native  American  Heritage  Commission  and  in  the  case  of  the  Overseas  Chinese,  the  Chinese  Historical  Society  of  America.  An  appropriate  representative  of  other  descendant 
groups  should  be  determined  in  consultation  with  the  Department  archaeologist. 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 
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Mitigation 
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Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compli  ance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

opportunity  to  monitor  archaeological  field  investigations  of  the 
site  and  to  consult  with  OCII  or  its  designated  representative 
regarding  appropriate  archaeological  treatment  of  the  site,  of 
recovered  data  from  the  site,  and,  if  applicable,  any 
interpretative  treatment  of  the  associated  archeological  site.  A 
copy  of  the  Final  Archaeological  Resources  Report  shall  be 
provided  to  the  representative  of  the  descendant  group. 

Archaeological  Testing  Program.  The  archaeological  consultant 
shall  prepare  and  submit  to  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  for  review  and  approval  an  archaeological 
testing  plan  (ATP).  The  archaeological  testing  program  shall  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  the  approved  ATP.  The  ATP  shall 
identify  the  property  types  of  the  expected  archaeological 
resource(s)  that  potentially  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
proposed  project,  the  testing  method  to  be  used,  and  the 
locations  recommended  for  testing.  The  purpose  of  the 
archaeological  testing  program  will  be  to  determine  to  the 
extent  possible  the  presence  or  absence  of  archaeological 
resources  and  to  identify  and  to  evaluate  whether  any 
archaeological  resource  encountered  on  the  site  constitutes  an 
historical  resource  under  CEQA. 

At  the  completion  of  the  archaeological  testing  program,  the 
archaeological  consultant  shall  submit  a written  report  of  the 
findings  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  If  based  on  the 
archaeological  testing  program  the  archaeological  consultant 
finds  that  significant  archaeological  resources  may  be  present, 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative  in  consultation  with  the 
archaeological  consultant  shall  determine  if  additional  measures 
are  warranted.  Additional  measures  that  may  be  undertaken 
include  additional  archaeological  testing,  archaeological 
monitoring,  and/or  an  archaeological  data  recovery  program. 

No  archaeological  data  recovery  shall  be  undertaken  without 
the  prior  approval  of  OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  If 
OCII  or  its  designated  representative  determines  that  a 
significant  archaeological  resource  is  present  and  that  the 
resource  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the  proposed  project,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  project  sponsor  either: 

Project  Sponsor 

Testing  Plan:  Completed 
prior  to  issuance  of  any 
permit  authorizing  soils 
disturbance 
Testing  program: 
Completed  prior  to 
commencement  of  any 
soils  disturbing 
construction  activity 

Testing  Report:  Completed 
prior  to  commencement  of 
any  soils  disturbing 
activity 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
approval  of  testing  program 
and  written  report; 
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Mitigation 
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Mitigation 

Schedule 
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Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

A.  The  proposed  project  shall  be  re-designed  so  as  to  avoid  any 
adverse  effect  on  the  significant  archaeological  resource;  or 

B.  A data  recovery  program  shall  be  implemented,  unless  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative  determines  that  the  archaeological 
resource  is  of  greater  interpretive  than  research  significance  and 
that  interpretive  use  of  the  resource  is  feasible. 

Archaeological  Monitoring  Program.  If  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  in  consultation  with  the  archaeological 
consultant  determines  that  an  archaeological  monitoring 
program  shall  be  implemented  the  archaeological  monitoring 
program  shall  minimally  include  the  following  provisions: 

• The  archaeological  consultant,  project  sponsor,  and  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative  shall  meet  and  consult  on  the  scope 
of  the  AMP  reasonably  prior  to  any  project-related  soils 
disturbing  activities  commencing.  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  in  consultation  with  the  archaeological 
consultant  shall  determine  what  project  activities  shall  be 
archaeologically  monitored.  In  most  cases,  any  soils- 
disturbing  activities,  such  as  demolition,  foundation  removal, 
excavation,  grading,  utilities  installation,  foundation  work, 
driving  of  piles  (foundation,  shoring  etc.),  site  remediation, 
etc.,  shall  require  archaeological  monitoring  because  of  the  risk 
these  activities  pose  to  potential  archaeological  resources  and 
to  their  depositional  context; 

• The  archeological  consultant  shall  advise  all  project  contractors 
to  be  on  the  alert  for  evidence  of  the  presence  of  the  expected 
resource(s),  of  how  to  identify  the  evidence  of  the  expected 
resource(s),  and  of  the  appropriate  protocol  in  the  event  of 
apparent  discovery  of  an  archaeological  resource; 

• The  archaeological  monitor(s)  shall  be  present  on  the  project 
site  according  to  a schedule  agreed  upon  by  the 
archaeological  consultant  and  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  until  OCII  or  its  designated  representative 
has,  in  consultation  with  project  archaeological  consultant, 
determined  that  project  construction  activities  could  have  no 
effects  on  significant  archaeological  deposits; 

Project  Sponsor 

Monitoring  Program: 
Development  of  program 
work  scope  prior  to 
commencement  of  soils 
disturbing  construction 
activity;  monitoring 
activity  to  occur  during  site 
excavation  and 
construction,  as  per 
monitoring  program 
Monitoring  Report:  Report 
submitted  to  OCII  upon 
completion  of  monitoring 
Program 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
approval  of  program 
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Mitigation 
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Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

• The  archaeological  monitor  shall  record  and  be  authorized  to 
collect  soil  samples  and  artifactual/ecofactual  material  as 
warranted  for  analysis; 

• If  an  intact  archaeological  deposit  is  encountered,  all  soils- 
disturbing  activities  in  the  vicinity  of  the  deposit  shall  cease. 
The  archaeological  monitor  shall  be  empowered  to 
temporarily  redirect  demolition/excavation/pile  driving/ 
construction  activities  and  equipment  until  the  deposit  is 
evaluated.  If  in  the  case  of  pile  driving  activity  (foundation, 
shoring,  etc.),  the  archaeological  monitor  has  cause  to  believe 
that  the  pile  driving  activity  may  affect  an  archaeological 
resource,  the  pile  driving  activity  shall  be  terminated  until  an 
appropriate  evaluation  of  the  resource  has  been  made  in 
consultation  with  OCII  or  its  designated  representative.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  immediately  notify  the  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative  of  the  encountered  archaeological 
deposit.  The  archaeological  consultant  shall  make  a reasonable 
effort  to  assess  the  identity,  integrity,  and  significance  of  the 
encountered  archaeological  deposit,  and  present  the  findings 
of  this  assessment  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative. 

Whether  or  not  significant  archaeological  resources  are 
encountered,  the  archaeological  consultant  shall  submit  a written 
report  of  the  findings  of  the  monitoring  program  to  the  OCII  or  its 
designated  representative. 

Archaeological  Data  Recovery  Program.  The  archaeological 
data  recovery  program  shall  be  conducted  in  accord  with  an 
archaeological  data  recovery  plan  (ADRP).  The  archaeological 
consultant,  project  sponsor,  and  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  shall  meet  and  consult  on  the  scope  of  the  ADRP 
prior  to  preparation  of  a draft  ADRP.  The  archaeological 
consultant  shall  submit  a draft  ADRP  to  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative.  The  ADRP  shall  identify  how  the  proposed  data 
recovery  program  will  preserve  the  significant  information  the 
archaeological  resource  is  expected  to  contain.  That  is,  the 
ADRP  will  identify  what  scientific/historical  research  questions 
are  applicable  to  the  expected  resource,  what  data  classes  the 

Project  Sponsor 

Data  Recovery  Plan: 
Development  of  Program 
work  scope,  in  conjunction 
with  work  scope  for 
Archeological  Monitoring 
Program  prior  to 
commencement  of  soils 
disturbance  construction 
activity.  More  specific  or 
detailed  subsequent  work 
scope  may  be  required  by 
OCII  upon  completion  of 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
approval  of  program 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

resource  is  expected  to  possess,  and  how  the  expected  data 
classes  would  address  the  applicable  research  questions.  Data 
recovery,  in  general,  should  be  limited  to  the  portions  of  the 
historical  property  that  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
proposed  project.  Destructive  data  recovery  methods  shall  not 
be  applied  to  portions  of  the  archaeological  resources  if 
nondestructive  methods  are  practical. 

The  scope  of  the  ADRP  shall  include  the  following  elements: 

• Field  Methods  and  Procedures.  Descriptions  of  proposed  field 
strategies,  procedures,  and  operations. 

• Cataloguing  and  Laboratory  Analysis.  Description  of  selected 
cataloguing  system  and  artifact  analysis  procedures. 

• Discard  and  Deaccession  Policy.  Description  of  and  rationale 
for  field  and  post-field  discard  and  deaccession  policies. 

• Interpretive  Program.  Consideration  of  an  on-site/off-site 
public  interpretive  program  during  the  course  of  the 
archaeological  data  recovery  program. 

• Security  Measures.  Recommended  security  measures  to 
protect  the  archaeological  resource  from  vandalism,  looting, 
and  non-intentionally  damaging  activities. 

• Final  Report.  Description  of  proposed  report  format  and 
distribution  of  results. 

• Curation.  Description  of  the  procedures  and 
recommendations  for  the  curation  of  any  recovered  data 
having  potential  research  value,  identification  of  appropriate 
curation  facilities,  and  a summary  of  the  accession  policies  of 
the  curation  facilities. 

Archeological  Monitoring 
Program  and  Report 

Data  Recovery  program: 
Activity  to  occur  during 
and  subsequent  to 
construction  activity,  as 
per  Data  Recovery 
Program 

Human  Remains  and  Associated  or  Unassociated  Funerary 
Objects.  The  treatment  of  human  remains  and  of  associated  or 
unassociated  funerary  objects  discovered  during  any  soils 
disturbing  activity  shall  comply  with  applicable  State  and 
Federal  laws.  This  shall  include  immediate  notification  of  the 
Coroner  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  in  the 
event  of  the  Coroner's  determination  that  the  human  remains 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  discovery,  if 
applicable 

Coroner;  OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
Applicant  notification  to  OCII, 
Coroner,  and,  if  applicable, 
California  State  Native 
American  Heritage 
Commission 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

MITIGATION 

SCHEDULE 

MONITORING  AND 

Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

are  Native  American  remains,  notification  of  the  California  State 
Native  American  Heritage  Commission  (NAHC)  who  shall 
appoint  a Most  Likely  Descendant  (MLD)  (Pub.  Res.  Code  Sec. 
5097.98).  The  archaeological  consultant,  project  sponsor,  OCII  or 
its  designated  representative,  and  MLD  shall  make  all 
reasonable  efforts  to  develop  an  agreement  for  the  treatment  of, 
with  appropriate  dignity,  human  remains  and  associated  or 
unassociated  funerary  objects  (CEQA  Guidelines.  Sec. 
15064.5(d)).  The  agreement  should  take  into  consideration  the 
appropriate  excavation,  removal,  recordation,  analysis, 
custodianship,  curation,  and  final  disposition  of  the  human 
remains  and  associated  or  unassociated  funerary  objects. 

Final  Archaeological  Resources  Report.  The  archeological 
consultant  shall  submit  a Draft  Final  Archaeological  Resources 
Report  (FARR)  to  OCII  or  its  designated  representative  that 
evaluates  the  historical  significance  of  any  discovered 
archaeological  resource  and  describes  the  archaeological  and 
historical  research  methods  employed  in  the  archaeological 
testing/monitoring/data  recovery  program(s)  undertaken. 
Information  that  may  put  at  risk  any  archaeological  resource  shall 
be  provided  in  a separate  removable  insert  within  the  final  report. 

Once  approved  by  OCII  or  its  designated  representative,  copies  of 
the  FARR  shall  be  distributed  as  follows:  California 
Archaeological  Site  Survey  Northwest  Information  Center 
(NWIC)  shall  receive  one  (1)  copy  and  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  shall  receive  a copy  of  the  transmittal  of  the  FARR 
to  the  NWIC.  As  requested  by  OCII,  the  Environmental  Planning 
division  of  the  Planning  Department  shall  receive  one  bound,  one 
unbound  and  one  unlocked,  searchable  PDF  copy  on  CD  of  the 
FARR  along  with  copies  of  any  formal  site  recordation  forms  (CA 
DPR  523  series)  and/or  documentation  for  nomination  to  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places/California  Register  of 
Historical  Resources.  In  instances  of  high  public  interest  in  or  the 
high  interpretive  value  of  the  resource,  OCII  or  its  designated 
representative  may  require  a different  final  report  content,  format, 
and  distribution  than  that  presented  above. 

Project  Sponsor 

Upon  completion  of 
testing,  monitoring  and 
data  recovery  programs: 
For  Horizontal  Developer - 
prior  to  determination  of 
substantial  completion  of 
infrastructure  at  each  sub- 
phase; For  Vertical 
Developer  - Prior  to 
issuance  of  Certificate  of 
Temporary  or  Final 
Occupancy,  whichever 
occurs  first 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
applicant  submittal  of  final 
approved  report  as  specified  in 
measure 

OCIl  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4  (cont.) 

M-CP-2b:  Accidental  Discovery  of  Archaeological  Resources 

The  following  mitigation  measure  is  required  to  avoid  any 
potential  adverse  effect  from  the  proposed  project  on  accidentally 
discovered  buried  or  submerged  historical  resources  as  defined  in 
CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15064.5(a)(c).  The  project  sponsor  shall 
distribute  the  Planning  Department  archaeological  resource 
"ALERT"  sheet  to  the  project  prime  contractor;  to  any  project 
subcontractor  (including  demolition,  excavation,  grading, 
foundation,  pile  driving,  etc.  firms);  or  utilities  firm  involved  in 
soils  disturbing  activities  within  the  project  site.  Prior  to  any  soils 
disturbing  activities  being  undertaken  each  contractor  is 
responsible  for  ensuring  that  the  "ALERT"  sheet  is  circulated  to 
all  field  personnel,  including  machine  operators,  field  crew,  pile 
drivers,  supervisory  personnel,  etc.  The  project  sponsor  shall 
provide  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  with  a 
signed  affidavit  from  the  responsible  parties  (prime  contractor, 
subcontractor(s),  and  utilities  firm)  confirming  that  all  field 
personnel  have  received  copies  of  the  Alert  Sheet. 

Should  any  indication  of  an  archaeological  resource  be 
encountered  during  any  soils  disturbing  activity  of  the  project,  the 
project  Head  Foreman  and/or  project  sponsor  shall  immediately 
notify  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  and  shall 
immediately  suspend  any  soils  disturbing  activities  in  tire  vicinity 
of  the  discovery  until  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative 
has  determined  what  additional  measures  should  be  undertaken. 

If  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  determines  that  air 
archaeological  resource  may  be  present  within  the  project  site,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  retain  the  services  of  an  archaeological 
consultant  from  the  pool  of  qualified  archaeological  consultants 
maintained  by  the  Planning  Department  archaeologist.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  advise  OCII  officer  or  its 
designated  representative  as  to  whether  the  discovery  is  an 
archaeological  resource,  retains  sufficient  integrity,  and  is  of 
potential  scientific/historical/cultural  significance.  If  an 
archaeological  resource  is  present,  the  archaeological  consultant 
shall  identify  and  evaluate  the  archaeological  resource.  The 
archaeological  consultant  shall  make  a recommendation  as  to 
what  action,  if  any,  is  warranted.  Based  on  this  information,  OCII 

Project  sponsor 

Throughout  the 
demolition  and 
excavation  period 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Ongoing  as  specified 
in  the  measure 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  201 4.1 441 E 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4 

i (cont.) 

1 1 

f 1 

1 
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officer  or  its  designated  representative  may  require,  if  warranted, 
specific  additional  measures  to  be  implemented  by  the  project 
sponsor. 

Measures  might  include:  preservation  in  situ  of  the  archaeological 
resource;  an  archaeological  monitoring  program;  or  an 
archaeological  testing  program.  If  an  archaeological  monitoring 
program  or  archaeological  testing  program  is  required,  it  shall  be 
consistent  with  the  Environmental  Planning  (EP)  division 
guidelines  for  such  programs.  OCII  officer  or  its  designated 
representative  may  also  require  that  the  project  sponsor 
immediately  implement  a site  security  program  if  the 
archaeological  resource  is  at  risk  from  vandalism,  looting,  or  other 
damaging  actions. 

The  project  archaeological  consultant  shall  submit  a Final 
Archaeological  Resources  Report  (FARR)  to  OCII  officer  or  its 
designated  representative  that  evaluates  the  historical  significance 
of  any  discovered  archaeological  resource  and  describing  the 
archaeological  and  historical  research  methods  employed  in  the 
archaeological  monitoring/data  recovery  program(s)  undertaken. 
Information  that  may  put  at  risk  any  archaeological  resource  shall 
be  provided  in  a separate  removable  insert  within  the  final  report. 

Copies  of  the  Draft  FARR  shall  be  sent  to  OCII  officer  or  its 
designated  representative  for  review  and  approval.  Once 
approved  by  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative,  copies  of 
the  FARR  shall  be  distributed  as  follows:  California  Archaeological 
Site  Survey  Northwest  Information  Center  (NWIC)  shall  receive 
one  (1)  copy  and  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative  shall 
receive  a copy  of  the  transmittal  of  the  FARR  to  the  NWIC.  OCII 
and  the  Environmental  Planning  division  of  the  Planning 
Department  shall  each  receive  one  bound  copy,  one  unbound  copy 
and  one  unlocked,  searchable  PDF  copy  on  CD  three  copies  of  the 
FARR  along  with  copies  of  any  formal  site  recordation  forms  (CA 
DPR  523  series)  and/or  documentation  for  nomination  to  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places/Califomia  Register  of 
Historical  Resources.  In  instances  of  high  public  interest  or 
interpretive  value,  OCII  officer  or  its  designated  representative 
may  require  a different  final  report  content,  format,  and 
distribution  than  that  presented  above. 


OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Biological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E13 

M-BI-4a:  Preconstruction  Surveys  for  Nesting  Birds 

To  the  extent  practicable,  vegetation  removal  and  grading  of  the 
site  in  advance  of  new  site  construction  shall  be  performed 
between  September  1 and  January  31  in  order  to  avoid  breeding 
and  nesting  season  for  birds.  If  these  activities  cannot  be 
performed  during  this  period,  a preconstruction  survey  of 
onsite  vegetation  for  nesting  birds  shall  be  conducted  by  a 
qualified  biologist. 

In  coordination  with  the  OCII  or  its  designated  representative, 
pre-construction  surveys  of  onsite  vegetation  shall  be  performed 
during  bird  breeding  season  (February  1 - August  31)  no  more 
than  14  days  prior  to  vegetation  removal,  grading,  or  initiation 
of  construction  in  order  to  locate  any  active  passerine  nests 
within  250  feet  of  the  project  site  and  any  active  raptor  nests 
within  500  feet  of  the  project  site.  Surveys  shall  be  performed  in 
accessible  areas  within  500  feet  of  the  project  site  and  include 
suitable  habitat  within  line  of  sight  as  access  is  available.  If 
active  nests  are  found  on  either  the  project  site  or  within  the 
500-foot  survey  buffer  surrounding  the  project  site,  no-work 
buffer  zones  shall  be  established  around  the  nests.  Buffer 
distances  will  consider  physical  and  visual  barriers  between  the 
active  nest  and  project  activities,  existing  noise  sources  and 
disturbance,  as  well  as  sensitivity  of  the  bird  species  to 
disturbance.  Modification  of  standard  buffer  distances,  250  feet 
for  active  passerine  nests  and  500  feet  for  active  raptor  nests, 
will  be  determined  by  a qualified  biologist  in  consultation  with 
the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  (CDFW).  No 
vegetation  removal  or  ground-disturbing  activities  including 
grading  or  new  construction  shall  occur  within  a buffer  zone 
until  young  have  fledged  or  the  nest  is  otherwise  abandoned  as 
determined  by  the  qualified  biologist. 

If  construction  work  during  the  nesting  season  stops  for  14  days 
or  more  and  then  resumes,  then  nesting  bird  surveys  shall  be 
repeated,  to  ensure  that  no  new  birds  have  begun  nesting  in  the 
area. 

Project  Sponsor 

Not  more  than  15  days 
prior  to  vegetation  removal 
and  grading  activities  that 
occur  between  February  1 
and  August  31 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  preconstruction 
nesting  bird  surveys  or 
completion  of  vegetation 
removal  and  grading  activities 
outside  of  the  bird  breeding 
season 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  A - Mitigation  Measures 

Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Biological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E13 

Mitigation  Measure  M-BI-4b:  Bird  Safe  Building  Practices 

The  project  sponsor  shall  design  and  implement  the  project 
consistent  with  the  San  Francisco  Standards  for  Bird-Safe 
Buildings  and  Planning  Code  Section  139,  as  approved  by  OCII. 
OCII  shall  consult  with  the  Planning  Department  and  the 
Zoning  Administrator  concerning  project  consistency  with 
Planning  Code  Section  139. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
architectural  addendum  to 
building  permit 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
construction  in  accordance 
with  final  approved  plans 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16 

M-HZ-la:  Guidelines  for  Handling  Biohazardous  Materials 
Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  1.1.  Require  businesses 
that  handle  biohazardous  materials  and  do  not  receive  federal 
funding  to  certify  that  they  follow  the  guidelines  published  by  the 
National  Research  Council  and  the  United  States  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  Public  Health  Service,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  and  Centers  for  Disease  Control,  as  set  forth 
in  Biosafety  in  Microbiological  and  Biomedical  Laboratories, 
Guidelines  for  Research  Involving  Recombinant  DNA  Molecules 
(NIH  Guidelines),  and  Guide  for  the  Care  and  Use  of  Laboratory 
Animals,  or  their  successors,  as  applicable. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  part  of  building  permit 
process;  provide  annual 
certification  thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  1.2.  Require  businesses 
handling  biohazardous  materials  to  certify  that  they  use  high 
efficiency  particulate  air  (HEPA)  filters  or  substantially 
equivalent  devices  on  all  exhaust  from  Biosafety  Level  3 
laboratories  unless  they  demonstrate  that  exhaust  from  their 
Biosafety  Level  3 laboratories  would  not  pose  substantial  health 
or  safety  hazards  to  the  public  or  the  environment.  Require  such 
businesses  to  certify  that  they  inspect  or  monitor  the  filters 
regularly  to  ensure  proper  functioning. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  part  of  building  permit 
process;  provide  annual 
certification  thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  1.3.  Require  businesses 
handling  biohazardous  materials  to  certify  that  they  do  not 
handle  or  use  biohazardous  materials  requiring  Biosafety  .Level  4 
containment  (i.e.,  dangerous  or  exotic  materials  that  pose  high 
risks  of  life-threatening  diseases  or  aerosol-transmitted  infections, 
or  unknown  risks  of  transmission)  in  the  Project  Area. 

Project  Sponsor 

As  part  of  building  permit 
process;  provide  annual 
certification  thereafter 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014. 1441 E 
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Mitigation  Measure 

Mitigation 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16  (cont.) 

M-HZ-lb:  Geologic  Investigation  and  Dust  Mitigation  Plan 
for  Naturally  Occurring  Asbestos 

The  project  sponsor  shall  conduct  a geologic  investigation  in 
accordance  with  the  guidelines  of  the  California  Geologic 
Survey  to  determine  the  naturally  occurring  asbestos  content  of 
fill  materials  to  be  excavated  at  the  project  site.  If  the 
investigation  determines  that  the  naturally  occurring  asbestos 
content  of  the  fill  materials  is  0.25  percent  or  greater,  the  project 
sponsor  or  its  construction  contractor  shall  submit  the 
appropriate  notification  forms  and  prepare  an  asbestos  dust 
mitigation  plan  in  accordance  with  the  Asbestos  ATCM.  The 
plan  shall  specify  measures  that  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  no 
visible  dust  crosses  the  property  boundary  during  construction. 
The  plan  must  specify  the  following  measures: 

• Prevent  and  control  visible  track-out  from  the  property 

• Ensure  adequate  wetting  or  covering  of  active  storage  piles 

• Control  disturbed  surface  areas  and  storage  piles  that  would 
remain  inactive  for  7 days  Control  traffic  on  on-site  unpaved 
roads,  parking  lots,  and  staging  areas,  including  a maximum 
vehicle  speed  of  15  miles  per  hour 

• Control  earthmoving  activities 

• Control  offsite  transport  of  dust  emissions  that  contain 
naturally-occurring  asbestos-containing  materials 

• Stabilize  disturbed  areas  following  construction 

The  asbestos  dust  mitigation  plan  shall  be  submitted  to  and 
approved  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District 
(BAAQMD)  prior  to  the  beginning  of  construction,  and  the  site 
operator  must  ensure  the  implementation  of  all  specified  dust 
mitigation  measures  throughout  the  construction  project.  In 
addition,  if  required  by  the  BAAQMD,  the  project  sponsor  or  a 
qualified  third  party  consultant  shall  conduct  air  monitoring  for 
offsite  migration  of  asbestos  dust  during  construction  activities 
and  shall  modify  the  dust  mitigation  plan  on  the  basis  of  the  air 
monitoring  results  if  necessary. 

Project  Applicant 

Prior  to  obtaining  a 
grading,  excavation,  site, 
building  or  other  permit 
from  the  City  that  includes 
soil  disturbance  activities. 
Ongoing  throughout 
construction  activity 

BAAQMD 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
approval  by  BAAQMD 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 
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Mitigation  Measure 

MITIGATION 

Responsibility 

Mitigation 

Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16  (cont.) 

M-HZ-2:  RMP  Provisions  for  Child  Care  Facilities 
Mission  Bay  FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  ]. 2.  Carry  out  a site- 
specific  risk  evaluation  for  each  site  in  a non-residential  area 
proposed  to  be  used  for  a public  school  or  child  care  facility; 
submit  to  RWQCB  for  review  and  approval.  If  cancer  risks 
exceed  1 x 10  5 and/or  noncancer  risk  exceeds  a Hazard  Index  of 
1,  carry  out  remediation  designed  to  reduce  risks  to  meet  these 
standards  or  select  another  site  that  is  shown  to  meet  these 
standards. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  OCII  approval  of  a 
child  care  facility 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
RWQCB  approval 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2 

I-TR-1:  Construction  Management  Plan  and  Public  Updates 

Construction  Coordination  - To  reduce  potential  conflicts 
between  construction  activities  and  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  transit 
and  vehicles  at  the  project  site,  the  project  sponsor  shall  require 
that  the  contractor  prepare  a Construction  Management  Plan  for 
the  project  construction  period.  The  preparation  of  a Construction 
Management  Plan  could  be  a requirement  included  in  the 
construction  bid  package.  Prior  to  finalizing  the  Plan,  the  project 
sponsor/construction  contractor(s)  shall  meet  with  DPW,  SFMTA, 
the  Fire  Department,  Muni  Operations  and  other  City  agencies  to 
coordinate  feasible  measures  to  include  in  the  Construction 
Management  Plan  to  reduce  traffic  congestion,  including 
temporary  transit  stop  relocations  and  other  measures  to  reduce 
potential  traffic,  bicycle,  and  transit  disruption  and  pedestrian 
circulation  effects  during  construction  of  the  proposed  project. 
This  review  shall  consider  other  ongoing  construction  in  the 
project  vicinity,  such  as  construction  of  the  nearby  UCSF  LRDP 
projects  and  construction  on  Blocks  26  and  27. 

Carpool,  Bicycle,  Walk  and  Transit  Access  for  Construction 
Workers  - To  minimize  parking  demand  and  vehicle  trips 
associated  with  construction  workers,  tire  construction  contractor 
shall  include  as  part  of  the  Construction  Management  Plan 
methods  to  encourage  carpooling,  bicycle,  walk  and  transit  access 
to  the  project  site  by  construction  workers  (such  as  providing 
transit  subsidies  to  construction  workers,  providing  secure 
bicycle  parking  spaces,  participating  in  free-to-employee  ride 
matching  program  from  www.511.org  participating  in 
emergency  ride  home  program  through  the  City  of  San  Francisco 
(www.sferh.org),  and  providing  transit  information  to 
construction  workers. 

Construction  Worker  Parking  Plan  - As  part  of  the  Construction 
Management  Plan  that  would  be  developed  by  the  construction 
contractor,  the  location  of  construction  worker  parking  shall  be 
identified  as  well  as  the  person(s)  responsible  for  monitoring  the 
implementation  of  the  proposed  parking  plan.  The  use  of  on- 
street parking  to  accommodate  construction  worker  parking  shall 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
construction  site  permit 

OCII;  SFMTA;  DB1;  DPW 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report  prior  to  the  start  of 
construction  until  temporary 
certificate  of  occupancy 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.)  I 

be  discouraged.  All  construction  bid  documents  shall  include  a 
requirement  for  the  construction  contractor  to  identify  the 
proposed  location  of  construction  worker  parking.  If  on-site,  the 
location,  number  of  parking  spaces,  and  area  where  vehicles 
would  enter  and  exit  the  site  should  be  required.  If  off-site 
parking  is  proposed  to  accommodate  construction  workers,  the 
location  of  the  off-site  facility,  number  of  parking  spaces  retained, 
and  description  of  how  workers  would  travel  between  off-site 
facility'  and  project  site  should  be  required. 

Project  Construction  Updates  for  Adjacent  Businesses  and 
Residents  - To  minimize  construction  impacts  on  access  to  nearby 
institutions  and  businesses,  the  project  sponsor  shall  provide 
nearby  residences  and  adjacent  businesses  with  regularly- 
updated  information  regarding  project  construction,  including 
construction  activities,  peak  construction  vehicle  activities  (e.g., 
concrete  pours),  travel  lane  closures,  and  parking  lane  and 
sidewalk  closures.  A regular  email  notice  shall  be  distributed  by 
the  project  sponsor  that  would  provide  current  construction 
information  of  interest  to  neighbors,  as  well  as  contact 
information  for  specific  construction  inquiries  or  concerns. 

I-TR-4:  Operational  Study  of  the  Southbound  Platform  at  the 
T Third  UCSF/Mission  Bay  Station  (Required  only  if  Muni 
Platform  Variant  is  not  implemented.) 

As  an  improvement  measure  to  enhance  T Third  operations  at  the 
UCSF/Mission  Bay  station  for  pre-event  arrivals,  the  project 
sponsor  shall  fund  a study  of  the  effects  of  pedestrian  flows  on 
Muni's  safety  and  operations  prior  to  an  event  as  well  as  the 
feasibility  and  efficacy  of  enlarging  the  southbound  platform  by 
extending  it  south  towards  16th  Street.  The  study  shall  include  an 
assessment  of  exiting  pedestrian  flows  from  a fully  occupied  two- 
car  light  rail  train  on  the  platform  and  ramp  to  the  crosswalk  at 
South  Street  across  Third  Street,  also  taking  into  consideration  the 
presence  of  non-event  transit  riders  waiting  to  board  the  train, 
service  frequency,  and  current  traffic  signal  operations.  Tire  study 
shall  be  performed  by  a qualified  transportation  professional 
approved  by  SFMTA. 

Project  Sponsor 

Commence  study  within 
one  year  of  project 
approval 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  study 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  201 4. 144 IE 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

I-TR-8:  Truck  and  Service  Vehicle  Loading  Operations  Plan 

As  an  improvement  measure  to  reduce  potential  conflicts 
between  driveway  operations,  including  loading  activities,  and 
pedestrians,  bicycles  and  vehicles  on  South  Street,  Terry  A. 
Francois  Boulevard,  and  16th  Street,  the  project  sponsor  shall 
prepare  a Loading  Operations  Plan,  and  submit  the  plan  for 
review  and  approval  by  the  OCII,  or  its  designee,  and  the 
SFMTA.  As  appropriate,  the  Loading  Operations  Plan  shall  be 
periodically  reviewed  by  the  sponsor,  the  OCII  or  its  designee, 
and  SFMTA  and  revised  if  required  to  more  appropriately 
respond  to  changes  in  street  or  circulation  conditions. 

The  Loading  Operations  Plan  shall  include  a set  of  guideline 
related  to  the  operation  of  the  on-site  and  on-street  loading 
facilities,  as  well  as  large  truck  curbside  access  guidelines;  it  shall 
also  specify  driveway  attendant  responsibilities  to  minimize  truck 
queuing  and/or  substantial  conflicts  between  project-generated 
loading/unloading  activities  and  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  transit 
and  autos.  Elements  of  the  Loading  Operations  Plan  shall  include: 

• Commercial  loading  activities  within  on-street  commercial 
loading  spaces  on  South  Street,  Terry  A.  Francois  Boulevard, 
and  16th  Street  shall  comply  with  all  posted  time  limits  and  all 
other  posted  restrictions. 

• Double  parking  or  any  form  of  illegal  parking  or  truck 
loading/unloading  shall  not  be  permitted  on  any  streets 
adjacent  to  the  project  site,  and  particularly  on  16th  Street 
which  would  include  a bicycle  lane.  Working  with  the  SFMTA 
Parking  Control  Officers,  building  management  shall  ensure 
that  no  truck  loading/unloading  activities  occur  within  the 
bicycle  lanes  on  16th  Street. 

• All  move-in  and  move-out  activities  for  commercial  office  uses 
shall  be  coordinated  by  building  management,  and,  in  the 
event  that  moving  trucks  cannot  be  accommodated  within  the 
below-grade  loading  area,  building  management  shall  obtain  a 
reserved  curbside  permit  from  the  SFMTA  in  advance  of 
move-in  or  move-out  activities. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
occupancy  permit 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  Loading 
Operations  Plan 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

MONITORING 

Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SE1R  Section  5.2  (cont.) 

I-TR-10a:  UCSF  Emergency  Vehicle  Access  and  Garage 
Signage  Plan 

As  an  improvement  measure  to  enhance  access  for  emergency 
vehicles  and  other  visitors  to  the  UCSF  Children's  Hospital 
emergency  room  and  parking  facilities  at  the  UCSF  Medical 
Center,  the  project  sponsor  shall  work  with  UCSF,  SFMTA, 
Caltrans,  and  DPW  to  develop  and  implement  a UCSF 
emergency  vehicle  access  and  garage  signage  plan  for  1-280  and 
Mariposa,  Owens,  and  1 6th  Streets  to  reflect  desirable  access 
routes  for  UCSF  and  event  center  access. 

Project  Sponsor 

Prior  to  issuance  of 
occupancy  permit 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  Vehicle  Access 
and  Garage  Signage  Plan 

I-TR-10b:  Mariposa  Street  Restriping  Study 

In  connection  with  tire  Mission  Bay  Plan  improvements  to  the  I- 
280  on-  and  off-ramps  at  Mariposa  Street  and  the  Owens  Street 
extension,  the  SFMTA  will  be  reevaluating  the  travel  lane  striping 
plan  for  Mariposa  Street  between  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and 
Fourth  Street.  As  part  of  this  evaluation,  the  SFMTA  will  assess 
the  feasibility  of  lengthening  the  dedicated  left  turn  lane  from 
eastbound  Mariposa  Street  onto  northbound  Fourth  Street.  The 
evaluation  is  anticipated  to  take  place  in  2016,  two  years  prior  to 
the  opening  of  tine  proposed  event  center.  A re-evaluation  may  be 
needed  following  the  opening  of  the  event  center.  Therefore,  as  an 
improvement  measure  to  enhance  access  to  the  UCSF  Medical 
Center  Children's  Hospital,  subsequent  to  the  opening  of  the 
event  center,  the  project  sponsor  shall  retain  a qualified 
transportation  professional  approved  by  SFMTA  to  conduct  a 
traffic  engineering  study  to  evaluate  potential  changes  to  the 
travel  lane  configuration  and  related  signage  on  Mariposa  Street 
between  the  1-280  ramps  and  Fourth  Street.  The  study,  to  be 
conducted  in  consultation  with  UCSF  and  SFMTA,  would  be 
used  to  determine  if  the  dedicated  eastbound  left  turn  lane  into 
Fourth  Street/UCSF  passenger  loading/unloading  and  emergency 
vehicle  entrance  to  the  UCSF  Children's  Hospital  should  be 
extended  west  from  its  existing  length  of  about  150  feet  to  provide 
for  a longer  queuing  area  separated  from  event-related  traffic 
flow.  If  the  study  recommends  restriping  the  project  sponsor 
shall  fund  SFMTA's  cost  of  the  design  and  implementation  of  the 
restriping. 

Project  Sponsor;  SFMTA 

Prior  to  second  year  of 
operation  of  the  event 
center 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  Restriping 
Study;  Restriping  of  Mariposa 
Street  if  recommended 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3 

1-NO-l:  Mission  Bay  Good  Neighbor  Construction  Noise  Policy 

The  project  sponsor  shall  comply  with  the  Mission  Bay  Good 
Neighbor  Policy  and  limit  all  extreme  noise-generating 
construction  activities  to  8:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  No  pile  driving  or  other  extreme  noise  generating  activity 
is  permitted  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  holidays. 

Project  Sponsor 

Ongoing  during 
construction 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon 
completion  of  construction 

| Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5 

I-C-GG-l:  Purchase  Voluntary  Carbon  Credits 

Construction  Emissions:  No  later  than  six  (6)  months  after  the 
issuance  of  a Temporary  Certificate  of  Occupancy  for  the  project, 
the  project  sponsor  shall  provide  to  the  Office  of  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure  (OCII),  a calculation  of  the  net 
additional  emissions  resulting  from  the  construction  of  the 
project,  to  be  calculated  in  accordance  with  the  methodology 
agreed  upon  by  the  California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB)  in 
connection  with  the  AB  900  certification  of  the  project.  The  project 
sponsor  shall  provide  courtesy  copies  of  the  calculations  to  CARB 
and  the  Governor's  office  promptly  following  transmittal  of  the 
calculations  to  OCII.  The  project  sponsor  shall  enter  into  one  or 
more  contracts  to  purchase  voluntary  carbon  credits  from  a 
qualified  greenhouse  gas  emissions  broker  in  an  amount 
sufficient  to  offset  the  construction  emissions.  The  project  sponsor 
shall  provide  courtesy  copies  of  any  such  contracts  to  the  ARB 
and  the  Governor's  office  promptly  following  the  execution  of 
such  contracts. 

Project  Sponsor 

No  later  than  six  months 
after  the  issuance  of  a 
Temporary  Certificate  of 
Occupancy  for  the  project 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
receipt  of  supporting 
documentation 

Operational  Emissions:  No  later  than  six  (6)  months  after  project 
stabilization,  to  be  defined  as  the  date  following  project 
completion  when  the  project  is  90  percent  leased  and  occupied 
(and  with  respect  to  the  arena  component,  90  percent  of  the 
available  booking  dates  are  utilized),  the  project  sponsor  shall 
submit  to  OCII  a projection  of  operational  emissions  arising  from 
the  project,  based  on  data  accumulated  to  that  date  and 
reasonable  projections  of  operational  emissions  for  the  useful  life 
of  the  project  (30  years),  to  be  calculated  in  accordance  with  the 
methodology  agreed  upon  by  CARB  in  connection  with  the  AB 
900  certification  of  the  project.  Tire  project  sponsor  shall  provide 

Project  Sponsor 

No  later  than  six  months 
after  project  stabilization, 
to  be  defined  as  the  date 
following  project 
completion  when  the 
project  is  90  percent  leased 
and  occupied  (and  with 
respect  to  the  arena 
component,  90  percent  of 
the  available  booking 
dates  are  utilized) 

OCII 

Include  in  MMRP  Annual 
Report;  Complete  upon  OCII 
receipt  of  supporting 
documentation 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  20 1 4.1 441 E 
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Table  B - Improvement  Measures 

Improvement  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Improvement  Measure 
Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5  (cont) 

courtesy  copies  of  the  calculations  to  CARB  and  the  Governor's 
office  promptly  following  transmittal  of  the  calculations  to 
OCI1.  The  project  sponsor  shall  enter  into  one  or  more  contracts 
to  purchase  voluntary  carbon  credits  from  a qualified 
greenhouse  gas  emissions  broker  in  an  amount  sufficient  to 
offset  the  operational  emissions,  on  a net  present  value  basis  in 
light  of  the  fact  that  the  project  sponsor  is  proposing  to  acquire 
such  credits  in  advance  of  any  creation  of  the  emissions  subject 
to  the  offset.  The  project  sponsor  shall  provide  courtesy  copies 
of  any  such  contracts  to  CARB  and  the  Governor's  office 
promptly  following  the  execution  of  such  contracts. 

OCI1  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Transportation  and  Circulation,  SEIR  Section  5.2 

Impact  TR-1:  The  proposed  project  would  not  result  in 
construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts  because 
of  their  temporary  and  limited  duration. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Parking  and  Traffic  Regulations  for 
Working  in  San  Francisco  Streets  (The  Blue  Book),  8th  Edition 

Impact  C-TR-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative 
construction-related  ground  transportation  impacts. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Parking  and  Traffic  Regulations  for 
Working  ,in  San  Francisco  Streets  (The  Blue  Book),  8th  Edition 

| Noise  and  Vibration,  SEIR  Section  5.3 

Impact  NO-2:  Construction  of  the  proposed  project  would 
not  expose  people  to  or  generate  noise  levels  in  excess  of 
standards  established  in  the  local  general  plan,  noise 
ordinance,  or  applicable  standards  of  other  agencies. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Police  Code  Article  29  (Regulation  of  Noise). 

Impact  NO-4:  Operation  of  the  proposed  project  could 
result  in  exposure  of  persons  to  or  generation  of  noise  levels 
in  excess  of  standards  established  in  the  San  Francisco 
General  Plan  or  San  Francisco  Noise  Ordinance. 

LSM 

• San  Francisco  Police  Code  Article  29  (Regulation  of  Noise). 

Air  Quality,  SEIR  Section  5.4 

Impact  NO-2:  Construction  of  the  proposed  project  would 
not  expose  people  to  or  generate  noise  levels  in  excess  of 
standards  established  in  the  local  general  plan,  noise 
ordinance,  or  applicable  standards  of  other  agencies. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Police  Code  Article  29  (Regulation  of  Noise). 

Impact  AQ-1:  Construction  of  the  proposed  project  would 
generate  fugitive  dust  and  criteria  air  pollutants,  which 
would  violate  an  air  quality  standard,  contribute 
substantially  to  an  existing  or  projected  air  quality 
violation,  or  result  in  a cumulatively  considerable  net 
increase  in  criteria  air  pollutants. 

SUM 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  22B  and  San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section 
106.A.3.2.6  (Construction  Dust  Control  Ordinance) 

| Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5 

Impact  C-GG-1:  The  proposed  project  would  generate 
greenhouse  gas  emissions,  but  not  at  levels  that  would  result 
in  a significant  impact  on  the  environment  or  conflict  with 
any  policy,  plan,  or  regulation  adopted  for  the  purpose  of 
reducing  greenhouse  gas  emissions. 

LS 

— 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Section  427  (Commuter  Benefits  Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code  Section  427(d)  (Emergency  Ride  Home  Program) 

• Mission  Bay  South  Transportation  Management  Program  (established  by  1998  Mission  Bay 
FSEIR  Mitigation  Measure  E.47  and  contains  provisions  equivalent  to  San  Francisco 
Planning  Code  Section  163) 

• San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  411  (Transit  Impact  Development  Fee) 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
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Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Applicable  Regulations 

Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions,  SEIR  Section  5.5  (cont.) 

Impact  C-GG-1  (cont.) 

• Mission  Bay  South  Redevelopment  Plan  and  Mission  Bay  South  Owner  Participation 
Agreement,  affordable  housing  requirements  (contains  provisions  equivalent  to  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  413  Jobs  Housing  Linkage  Program) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.10  and  Title  24  of  the  California 
Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.106.5  (Fuel  Efficient 
Vehicle  and  Carpool  Parking) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.201.1.1  (Energy  Efficiency) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.4  and  Title  24  of  the  California 
Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Sections  5.410 
(Commissioning  of  Building  Energy  Systems) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Management) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.2  and  Title  24  of  the  California 
Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.303.2  (Reduction  of 
Water  Use) 

• San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  63  (Water  Efficient  Irrigation  Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.5  (Renewable  Energy) 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code,  Chapter  19  and  Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative 
Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.410.1  (Mandatory  Recycling  and 
Composting) 

• San  Francisco  Environment  Code,  Chapter  14,  San  Francisco  Building  Code  Chapter  13B, 
San  Francisco  Health  Code  Section  288  (Construction  and  Demolition  Debris  Recovery 
Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Green  Building  Code  Section  5.103.1.3  (Construction  and  Demolition  Debris 
Recycling) 

• Mission  Bay  Street  Tree  Master  Plan,  tree  planting  requirements  (contains  provisions 
equivalent  to  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  Section  138.1) 

• California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.106.8  (Light  Pollution  Reduction) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  Article  4.2, Section  146  (Construction  Site  Runoff  Control) 

• California  Green  Building  Code,  Sections  5.508. 1.2  and  5.508.2  (Enhanced  Refrigerant 
Management) 

• California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.504.4  (Finish  Material  Pollutant  Control:  Low- 
emitting  Adhesives,  Sealants,  Caulks,  Paints,  Coatings,  Composite  wood,  and  Flooring) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section  3111.3;  California  Green  Building  Code,  Section  5.503.1 
(Wood  Burning  Fireplace  Ordinance) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  30  (Regulation  of  Diesel  Backup  Generators) 

OCII  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97 
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441E 


MMRP-54 


Event  Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development 
at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program 


Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  C - Applicable  Regulations 

Impact 
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| Utilities  and  Service  Systems,  Initial  Study  Section  Ell  and  SEIR  Section  5.7 

Impact  UT-1:  The  City's  water  service  provider  would 
have  sufficient  water  supply  available  to  serve  the  project 
from  existing  entitlements  and  resources,  and  would  not 
require  new  or  expanded  water  supply  resources  or 
entitlements. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  1 1,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures  (Water  Efficiency) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Water  Efficiency) 

Impact  UT-3:  The  proposed  project  would  be  served  by 
landfills  with  sufficient  permitted  capacity  to 
accommodate  the  project's  solid  waste  disposal  needs. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Zero  Waste  Goal  (75  Percent  Waste  Diversion  from  Landfills) 

• San  Francisco  Construction  and  Demolition  Waste  Ordinance  No.  27-06  (Recycling  of 
Construction  and  Demolition  Debris) 

• San  Francisco  Food  Service  Waste  Reduction  Ordinance  (Ban  on  Polystyrene  Containers; 
Requires  Recyclable  Containers) 

• San  Francisco  Mandatory  Recycling  and  Composting  Ordinance  No.  100-09  (Separation 
of  Waste  Types) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Diversion  of  Demolition  Debris) 

Impact  UT-4:  The  proposed  project  would  comply  with 
federal,  state,  and  local  statutes  and  regulations  related  to 
solid  waste. 

LS 

• California  Integrated  Waste  Management  Act  of  1989  (Diversion  of  Wastes  from 
Landfills) 

• San  Francisco  Construction  and  Demolition  Waste  Ordinance  No.  27-06  (Recycling  of 
Construction  and  Demolition  Debris) 

• San  Francisco  Mandatory  Recycling  and  Composting  Ordinance  No.  100-09  (Separation 
of  Waste  Types) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Diversion  of  Demolition  Debris) 

Impact  C-UT-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative  utilities 
and  service  systems  impacts  (water  supply  and  solid 
waste). 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures  (Water  Efficiency) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements  (Water  Efficiency  and  Diversion  of  Demolition  Debris) 

• California  Integrated  Waste  Management  Act  of  1989  (Diversion  of  Wastes  from 
Landfills) 

• San  Francisco  Construction  and  Demolition  Waste  Ordinance  No.  27-06  (Recycling  of 
Construction  and  Demolition  Debris) 

• San  Francisco  Mandatory'  Recycling  and  Composting  Ordinance  No.  100-09  (Separation 
of  Waste  Types) 
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Impact 

Significance 
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Applicable  Regulations 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality,  Initial  Study  Section  E15  and  SEIR  Section  5.9 

Impacts  HY-1:  The  project  would  not  violate  water  quality 
standards  or  otherwise  substantially  degrade  water 
quality  with  respect  to  construction  activities,  including 
construction  dewatering. 

ls 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and 
Land  Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ  (Erosion) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

Impact  HY-la:  The  project  would  not  violate  water  quality 
standards  or  otherwise  substantially  degrade  water  quality 
with  respect  to  construction-related  dewatering. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

• VOC  and  Fuel  General  NPDES  permit.  Order  Number  R2-2012-0012  (Groundwater 
Discharges) 

Impact  HY-3:  The  project  would  not  alter  the  existing 
drainage  pattern  of  the  area  in  a manner  that  would  result  in 
substantial  erosion,  siltation,  or  flooding  on-  or  off -site,  and 
the  project  would  not  substantially  increase  the  rate  or 
amount  of  surface  runoff  that  would  result  in  flooding  on- 
or  off-site. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  Water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

Impact  HY-5:  The  project  would  not  expose  people  or 
structures  to  a significant  risk  of  loss,  injury  or  death 
involving  inundation  by  seiche  or  tsunami. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter 
16  - Structural  Design 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code,  Chapter  16  - 
Structural  Design 

Impact  HY-6:  Operation  of  the  proposed  project  could 
exceed  the  wastewater  treatment  requirements  of  the 
NPDES  permit  for  the  SEWPCP,  violate  water  quality 
standards  or  waste  discharge  requirements,  otherwise 
substantially  degrade  water  quality  as  a result  of  changes 
in  wastewater  and  storm  water  discharges  to  the  Bay,  or 
exceed  the  capacity  of  the  separate  storm  water  system 
constructed  in  Mission  Bay,  or  provide  a substantial  source 
of  polluted  runoff.  Operation  of  the  proposed  project  would 
not  contribute  to  a substantial  increase  in  combined  sewer 
discharges. 

LSM 

• NPDES  Permit  No.  CA0037664,  Order  No.R2-2013-0029,  for  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  North  Point  Wet  Weather  Facility, 
Bayside  Wet  Weather  Facilities  and  Wastewater  Collection  System  (Contribution  to 
Combined  Sewer  Discharges  and  Effluent  Discharges  from  SEWPCP) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1  (Effluent  Discharges  from  SEWPCP) 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  the  Discharge  of  Storm  Water  from  Small  Municipal  Separate 
Storm  Sewer  System  (MS4s),  SWRCB  Order  No.  2003-0005-DWQ  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  Water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  6,  Garbage  and  Refuse  (Litter) 

Impact  C-HY-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  past, 
present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects  in  the 
site  vicinity,  would  not  result  in  a considerable 
contribution  to  cumulative  impacts  on  hydrology  and 
water  quality  with  respect  to  construction  activities, 
dewatering,  groundwater  supplies,  drainage  pattern, 
flooding,  seiche  or  tsunami. 

LS 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and 
Land  Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ  (Erosion) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

• VOC  and  Fuel  General  NPDES  permit,  Order  Number  R2-2012-0012  (Groundwater 
Discharges)  ( Per  Impact  HY-la) 
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Impact 
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| Hydrology  and  Water  Quality,  Initial  Study  Section  E15  and  SEIR  Section  5.9  (cont.) 

Impact  C-HY-1  (cont.) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter 
16 -Structural  Design  (Tsunami) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code,  Chapter  16  - 
Structural  Design  (Tsunami) 

Impact  C-HY-2:  The  proposed  project,  in  combination 
with  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future 
projects  in  the  site  vicinity,  would  not  exceed  the 
wastewater  treatment  requirements  of  the  NPDES  permit 
for  the  SEWPCP;  violate  water  quality  standards  or  waste 
discharge  requirements,  or  otherwise  substantially 
degrade  water  quality  as  a result  of  changes  in  wastewater 
and  storm  water  discharges  to  the  Bay;  or  exceed  the 
capacity  of  the  separate  storm  water  system  constructed  in 
Mission  Bay,  or  provide  a substantial  source  of  polluted 
runoff.  Cumulative  wet  weather  flows  would  not 
contribute  to  an  increase  in  combined  sewer  discharges. 

LS 

• NPDES  Permit  No.  CA0037664,  Order  No.R2-2013-0029,  for  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  North  Point  Wet  Weather  Facility, 
Bayside  Wet  Weather  Facilities  and  Wastewater  Collection  System  (Contribution  to 
Combined  Sewer  Discharges  and  Effluent  Discharges  from  SEWPCP) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.1,  as  supplemented  by  Order  No.  158170 
(Groundwater  Discharges) 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  the  Discharge  of  Storm  Water  from  Small  Municipal  Separate 
Storm  Sewer  System  (MS4s),  SWRCB  Order  No.  2003-0005-DWQ  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code,  Article  4.2,  Section  147  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Storm  Water  Design  Guidelines  (Storm  Water  Discharges) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  6,  Garbage  and  Refuse  (Litter) 

Cultural  and  Paleontological  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E4 

Impact  CP-4:  The  proposed  project  would  not  disturb  any 
human  remains,  including  those  interred  outside  of  formal 
cemeteries. 

LS 

• California  Public  Resources  Code  Section  5097.98;  California  Administrative  Code,  Title 
14,  Section  15064.5(d)  and  (3).  (Proper  Notification  and  Internment  of  Human  Remains) 

Geology  and  Soils,  Initial  Study  Section  E14 

Impact  GE-1:  The  proposed  project  would  not  expose 
people  or  structures  to  potential  substantial  adverse 
effects,  including  the  risk  of  loss,  injury,  or  death  involving 
rupture  of  a known  earthquake  fault,  seismic  ground 
shaking,  seismically-induced  ground  failure,  or  landslides. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter  16 
- Structural  Design  and  Chapter  18  - Soils  and  Foundations 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code,  Chapter  16  - 
Structural  Design 

• Seismic  Hazards  Mapping  Act  of  1990  (Assessment  and  Mitigation  of  Liquefaction  Hazards) 

Impact  GE-2:  The  project  would  not  result  in  substantial 
erosion  or  loss  of  top  soil. 

LS 

• General  NPDES  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and 
Land  Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ 

Impact  GE-3:  The  project  would  not  be  located  on  a 
geologic  unit  or  soil  that  is  unstable,  or  that  could  become 
unstable  as  a result  of  the  project. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code  (Chapter 
18  - Soils  and  Foundations) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  12B  (Installation  of  Geotechnical  Borings) 
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Geology  and  Soils,  Initial  Study  Section  E14  (cont.) 

Impact  GE-4:  The  project  would  not  create  substantial 
risks  to  life  or  property  as  a result  of  location  on  expansive 
soils  or  other  problematic  soils. 

ls 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code,  Chapter 
18  - Soils  and  Foundations 

Impact  C-GE-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative  impacts 
related  to  geologic  hazards. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administration  Code,  Part  2,  California  Building  Code  (Chapter  16 
- Structural  Design,  Chapter  18  - Soils  and  Foundations) 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Building  Code  (Chapter  16,  Structural 
Design 

• Seismic  Hazards  Mapping  Act  of  1990  (Assessment  and  Mitigation  of  Liquefaction  Hazards) 

• General  Permit  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  Associated  with  Construction  and  Land 
Disturbance  Activities,  Order  No.  2009-0009-DWQ 

1 Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16  | 

Impact  HZ-1:  The  project  could  create  a significant  hazard 
through  routine  transport,  use,  or  disposal  of  hazardous 
materials  or  result  in  a substantial  risk  of  upset  involving 
the  release  of  hazardous  materials. 

LSM 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21,  Hazardous  Materials 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21a,  Risk  Management  Program  (Regulated  Substances) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22,  Hazardous  Waste  Management 

• Asbestos  Airborne  Toxic  Control  Measure  (Asbestos  ATCM)  for  Construction,  Grading, 
Quarrying  and  Surface  Mining  Operations  (Equivalent  to  FSE1R  Mitigation  Measure  M- 
HZ-lb) 

Impact  HZ-2:  The  project  would  be  located  on  a site 
identified  on  a list  of  hazardous  materials  sites  compiled 
pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  65962.5.  Excavation 
could  also  require  the  handling  of  potentially  contaminated 
soil  and  groundwater,  potentially  exposing  workers  and  the 
public  to  hazardous  materials,  or  resulting  in  a release  into 
the  environment  during  construction. 

LSM 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  February  2000  and  incorporated  Risk  Management  Plan,  Mission  Bay  Area,  San 
Francisco,  California.  May  11,  1999.  Environ  Corporation 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  February  2000  and  incorporated  Revised  Risk  Management  Plan,  Former 
Petroleum  Terminals  and  Related  Pipelines  Located  at  Pier  64  and  Vicinity,  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  California.  August  2006,  BBL  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22a,  Analyzing  Soils  for  Hazardous  Waste 

Impact  HZ-3:  The  project  would  not  impair 
implementation  of  or  physically  interfere  with  an  adopted 
emergency  response  plan  or  emergency  evacuation  plan  or 
expose  people  or  structures  to  a significant  risk  of  loss, 
injury  or  death  involving  fires. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Fire  Code,  Section  12.202(e)(1)  (Fire  and  Emergency  Procedures) 

Impact  C-HZ-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  past, 
present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects  in  the 
site  vicinity,  would  not  result  in  a considerable  contribution 
to  cumulative  impacts  related  to  hazardous  materials. 

LS 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21,  Hazardous  Materials 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  21a,  Risk  Management  Program  (Regulated  Substances) 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22,  Hazardous  Waste  Management 

• San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  22a,  Analyzing  Soils  for  Hazardous  Waste 
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| Hazards  and  Hazardous  Materials,  Initial  Study  Section  E16  (cont.) 

Impact  C-HZ-1  (cont.) 

• Asbestos  Airborne  Toxic  Control  Measure  (Asbestos  ATCM)  for  Construction,  Grading, 
Quarrying,  and  Surface  Mining  Operations 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  February  2000  and  incorporated  Risk  Management  Plan,  Mission  Bay  Area,  San 
Francisco,  California.  May  11, 1999.  Environ  Corporation 

• Covenant  and  Environmental  Restriction  on  Property,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board,  February  2000  and  incorporated  Revised  Risk  Management  Plan,  Former  Petroleum 
Terminals  and  Related  Pipelines  Located  at  Pier  64  and  Vicinity,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  California.  August  2006,  BBL  Environmental  Services,  Inc. 

Minerals  and  Energy  Resources,  Initial  Study  Section  E17 

Impact  ME-1:  The  project  would  not  result  in  the  use  of 
large  amounts  of  fuel,  water,  or  energy,  or  use  these  in  a 
wasteful  manner. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  6,  Building  Energy  Efficiency 
Standards  (Operational  Electricity  and  Natural  Gas  Use) 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  11,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements 

Impact  C-ME-1:  The  project,  in  combination  with  other 
past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  projects, 
would  not  result  in  significant  adverse  cumulative  impacts 
on  energy  resources. 

LS 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  6,  Building  Energy  Efficiency 
Standards  (Operational  Electricity  and  Natural  Gas  Use) 

• Title  24  of  the  California  Administrative  Code,  Part  1 1,  California  Green  Building  Code, 
Chapter  5,  Non-residential  Mandatory  Measures 

• San  Francisco  Building  Inspection  Commission  Code,  Green  Building  Code,  Chapter  5, 
Non-residential  Requirements 
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Table  D - Transportation  Management  Plan  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  Summary 


Management  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Management 
Measure  Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  and  updates 

(See  Attachment  1,  May  2015) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Various 

OCII 

Periodic  TMP  Updates 

Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 

Travel  Demand  Management  Plan 

(TMP  Chapter  4,  Sections  4.1,  4.2,  and  4.3) 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event 
center  operation,  and 
reviewed  and  revised 
annually  thereafter 

OCII 

Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 

Local/Hospital  Access  Plan 

A Local/Hospital  Access  Plan  (L/HAP)  to  facilitate 
movements  in  and  out  to  residents  and  employees  in  the 
UCSF  and  Mission  Bay  Area  would  be  implemented  for 
the  pre-event  period  for  all  large  weekday  evening  events 
at  the  event  center  (i.e.,  those  events  with  more  than  12,500 
attendees  that  start  between  6:00  and  8:00  p.m.).  The 
L/HAP  would  be  configured  to  discourage  event  attendees 
arriving  by  car  from  using  portions  of  Fourth  Street,  Owens 
Street,  UCSF  campus  internal  roads  such  as  Nelson  Rising 
Lane,  Campus  Lane,  Fifth  Street,  and  local  residential 
streets.  As  part  of  the  L/HAP,  special  temporary  and 
permanent  signage  would  be  positioned  at  appropriate 
locations  to  direct  event  traffic  towards  designated  routes 
in  order  to  access  off-street  parking  facilities  serving  the 
event  center  and  away  from  streets  within  the 
Local/Hospital  Access  Plan  network.  In  addition,  three 
PCOs  would  be  stationed  at  key  intersections  (i.e., 

Fourth/1 6th,  Owens/Mission  Bay  Traffic  Circle,  and 
Fourth/Nelson  Rising  Lane)  before  the  start  of  an  event  to 
facilitate  local  driver  access  to  their  destinations.  These 
three  additional  PCOs  would  also  be  available  after  the 
event  to  be  positioned  at  the  most  effective  locations  to 
direct  outbound  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  and  vehicles,  as 
determined  by  the  PCO  Supervisor. 

SFMTA 

Pre  event  period  for  any 
weekday  project  event 
that  starts  between  6:00 
and  8:00  p.m.  with  more 
than  12,500  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Muni  Special  Event  Transit  Service  Plan 

(TMP  Chapter  4,  Section  4.4) 

SFMTA 

All  project  events; 
different  Transit  Service 
Plan  levels  depending 
on  attendance 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  Muni  Service 
Planning  Supervisor 
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Mitigation  Monitoring  & Reporting  Program 

Table  D - Transportation  Management  Plan  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  Summary 

Management  Measure 

Responsibility  for 
Implementation 

Management 
Measure  Schedule 

Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Responsibility 

Monitoring 
Actions/Schedule  and 
Verification  of  Compliance 

No  Event  Transportation  Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.1) 

SFMTA 

On  days  without  events 
at  the  event  center, 

OCII;  SFMTA 

PCOs  during  regular  rounds 

Small  to  Medium  (Convention)  Event  Transportation 
Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.2) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  daytime 
convention  event  or 
small  daytime  or 
evening  event  with  less 
than  12,500  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Medium  to  Large  (Concert)  Event  Transportation 
Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.3) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  evening  event  with 
between  12,500  and 
16,000  attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Peak  Event  Transportation  Management  Condition 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.4) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  evening  event  with 
more  than  16,000 
attendees 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Overlapping  Events  Transportation  Management  Plan 

(TMP  Chapter  6,  Section  6.5  and  Section  2.2.5) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA 

Any  event  with  more 
than  12,500  attendees 
overlapping  with  an 
event  at  AT&T  Park 
with  more  than  40,000 
attendees.  For  daytime 
or  evening  overlaps. 

OCII;  SFMTA 

Review  of  conditions  during 
events  by  PCO  Supervisor 

Communication 

(TMP  Chapter  9) 

Project  Sponsor; 
SFMTA;  DPW 

Prior  to  project  opening, 
and  periodic  review 
annually 

OCII;  SFMTA 

TMP  monitoring  by  SFMTA 
Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 

Monitoring,  Refinement,  and  Performance  Standards 

(TMP  Chapter  10) 

Project  Sponsor 

First  year  of  event 
center  operation,  and 
reviewed  and  revised 
annually  thereafter 

OCII;  SFMTA 

TMP  monitoring  by  SFMTA 

Annual  TMP  Monitoring 
Surveys  and  Reports  prepared 
by  Project  Sponsor 
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Expenditure  Plan  and  October  2015  Director  of  Transportation  Letter  to  OCI1 
AS  WELL  AS  A MAY  2015  DIRECTOR  OF  TRANSPORTATION  LETTER  TO  OCII 


Enclosure  4 


Proposed  Mission  Bay  Transportation  Improvement  Fund  and  Advisory 

Comm  ittee  Ordinance 


Enclosure  5 

The  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan 


Local/Hospital  Access  Plan.  A Local/Hospital  Access  Plan  (L/HAP)  to  facilitate  movements  in 
and  out  to  residents  and  employees  in  the  UCSF  and  Mission  Bay  Area  would  be  implemented 
for  the  pre-event  period  for  all  large  weekday  evening  events  at  the  Event  Center  (those  events 
with  more  than  12.500  attendees  that  start  between  6:00  and  8:00  pm.  on  average  occurring  50 
times  per  year).  The  L/HAP  would  be  configured  to  discourage  event  attendees  arriving  by  car 
from  using  portions  of  Fourth  Street.  Owens  Street,  UCSF  campus  internal  roads  such  as  Nelson 
Rising  Lane.  Campus  Way  and  Fifth  Street,  and  local  residential  streets.  As  part  of  the  L/HAP. 
special  temporary  and  permanent  signage  would  be  positioned  at  appropriate  locations  to  direct 
event  traffic  towards  designated  routes  in  order  to  access  off-street  parking  facilities  serving  the 
Event  Center  and  away  from  streets  within  the  Local/Hospital  Access  network.  In  addition,  three 
PCOs  would  be  stationed  at  key  intersections  (i.e.,  Fourth/16th,  Owens/Mission  Bay  Traffic 
Circle,  and  Fourth/Nelson  Rising  Lane)  before  the  start  of  an  event  to  facilitate  local  driver 
access  to  their  destinations.  These  three  additional  PCOs  would  also  be  available  after  the  event  to 
be  positioned  at  the  most  effective  locations  to  direct  outbound  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  and 
vehicles,  as  determined  by  the  PC'O  Supervisor. 


Enclosure  5:  Map  of  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan 
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Enclosure  6 

Designated  Overlapping  Events  Transportation  Strategies 

Designated  Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies  include  enhanced  Transportation 
Demand  Management  strategies  and  other  measures  to  increase  transit  and  alternative  modes  to 
the  private  automobile  during  events  starting  between  6-8  pan.  on  average  for  large  weekday 
evening  events  at  the  Event  Center  (with  more  than  1 2,500  attendees)  other  than  Warriors 
basketball  games  that  overlap  with  SF  Giants  regular  season  evening  games  at  AT&T  Park. 

The  Designated  Overlapping  Event  Transportation  Strategies  specifically  include  but  are  not 
limited  to  the  following  measures. 

SFMTA  measures: 

1 . Explore  congestion  pricing  tools  to  charge  fees  to  driving  and  parking  in  the  immediate 
area: 

2.  Engaging  SFMTA  additional  PCOs  to  manage,  direct  or  divert  local  traffic  in  favor  of 
circulation  for  pedestrians,  cyclists  and  transit  users: 

3.  Expanding  the  network  of  PCO-controlIed  streets  during  the  peak  pre-event  period 
beyond  those  described  above  in  the  Eocal/Hospital  Access  Plan; 

4.  Coordinating  parking  pricing  to  discourage  driving  for  both  event  attendees  and 
employees; 

5.  Increasing  transit  or  HOV  capacity  through  the  operation  of  additional  SFMTA  buses; 

Event  Sponsor(s)  and/or  Surrounding  Business  measures: 

1 . Priority  access  or  fast-track  security  clearance  to  the  Event  Center  limited  to  transit  users 
and  cyclists; 

2.  Promoting  the  above  through  event  tickets  and  ticketholder  emails,  website  transit  info 
and  real-time  updates; 

3.  Increasing  transit  or  HOV  capacity  through  the  operation  of  additional  private  shuttle 
buses; 

4.  Event  sponsor(s)  promotions  to  use  transit,  such  as  event-branded  Clipper  Cards, 
"bundled"  discounts  and  subsidies  for  transit  ticket  purchases,  or  automatic  prize/raffle 
entries/merchandise  discounts  for  event  attendees  using  transit  users; 

5.  Coordination  with  local-area  Transportation  Management  Authorities  targeting 
employees  who  might  drive  automobiles  in  the  peak  pre-event  period  with  shuttle 
service,  alternative  travel  mode  promotion  and  promotion  use  of  real-time  information 
and  technology  applications; 

6.  Sponsored  use  of  taxis,  TNC's,  bikeshare  or  pedicabs  by  event  sponsor(s)  to  facilitate  the 
connection  between  the  regional  transit  hubs  and  the  event  site(s). 

SFMTA,  Event  Sponsor  and/or  Surrounding  Business  measures: 

1 . Marketing  and  promotion  of  "no  drive"  events; 

2.  Installing  Clipper'  Card  add-value  machines  on-site  at  the  Event  Center  to  facilitate 
purchase  and  value-adding,  and  to  minimize  impacts  on  transit  "dwell  times"  of  paying 
cash  fares; 

3.  Requiring  employees  driving  in  the  vicinity  during  the  peak  pre-event  period  to  produce 
vehicle  "badges"  (rearview  hanger,  sticker,  etc.)  for  access  to  local/hospital  sites: 

4.  Study  the  feasibility  of  a ferry/water  taxi  landing  near  1 6th  Street  and  service  for  Mission 
Bay  South  and  other  surrounding  areas; 


5.  Increasing  capacity  and  use  of  other  "alternative"  transportation  modes,  such  as  secure  or 
valet  bicycle  parking,  bike  sharing,  or  bicycle  infrastructure  along  the  east-west  corridors; 

6.  Expanding  "Vision  Zero"  treatments  to  other  nearby  intersections  to  improve  the 
perceptual  and  physical  environment  for  pedestrian  safety. 


The  measures  described  above  that  identity  only  SFMTA  shall  be  eligible  for  SFMTA 
reimbursement  from  the  Overlapping  Event  Reserve  of  the  Mission  Bay  1 ransportation 
Improvement  Fund.  The  measures  described  above  that  identify  Event  Sponsors)  and/or 
Surrounding  Business  shall  be  the  financial  responsibility  of  those  specified  entity.  For  those 
measures  identified  as  the  responsibility  of  SFMTA,  Event  Sponsor  and/or  Surrounding 
Business,  only  those  specific  actions  that  the  SFMTA  undertakes  shall  be  eligible  for  SFMTA 
reimbursement  from  the  Overlapping  Event  Reserve  of  the  Mission  Bay  Transportation 
Improvement  Fund.  If  the  OCII  approves  the  Project  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approves  the 
Fund  Ordinance,  then  once  the  Event  Center  opens,  funds  from  the  Overlapping  Event  Reserve 
shall  be  immediately  available  to  the  Director  of  Transportation  to  expend  at  his  or  her  discretion 
for  eligible  uses  (weekday  peak  pre-event  period  [6-8  p.m.]  non- Warriors  events  with  attendance 
of  12,500  or  greater)  overlapping  with  regular  season  San  Francisco  Giants  evening  games  at 
AT&T  Park  in  consultation  with  the  Advisory  Committee  as  described  in  the  Board's  Fund 
Ordinance. 


Enclosure  7 


Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies  During 

Overlapping  Events 


At  the  request  of  the  University  of  California  at  San  Francisco  (UCSF)  and  the  Event  Center’s 
project  sponsor,  the  City  is  proposing  to  establish  an  Advisory  Committee_comprised  of 
representatives  of  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco,  the  Golden  State  Warriors,  and 
residents  and  business  members  from  the  Mission  Bay  community  to  address  City  funding 
decisions  and  various  transportation  concerns  relating  to  the  Event  Center.  One  such  concern  is 
to  make  hospital  employee  travel  times  more  predictable,  better  manage  staff  work  shift 
transitions,  and  facilitate  on-time  performance  during  the  pre-event  peak  period  (for  this  purpose, 
6-7:30  p.m.)  when  there  are  weekday  evening  overlapping  events  with  12,500  or  more  attendees 
at  the  Event  Center  and  a San  Francisco  Giants  regular  season  game  at  AT&T  Park. 

As  one  approach  to  address  this  concern.  UCSF  and  the  Event  Center's  project  sponsor  have 
proposed  a delay  metric  formula  (Delay  Metric)  to  determine  when  hospital  employee  access 
could  be  unduly  delayed.  The  Delay  Metric  formula  initially  would  be  applied  to  six  designated 
inbound  routes  to  the  UCSF  hospitals:  southbound  from  lOth/Folsom,  northbound  from 
3 rd/Cesar  Chavez,  eastbound  from  1 6th/Potrero.  southbound  from  7th/Townsend,  southbound 
from  4lh/king,  and  northbound  from  the  101N-I280  interchange.  The  proposed  Delay  Metric 
would  be  a situation  in  which  the  travel  time  on  any  of  six  identified  routes  is  delayed  by  10 
minutes  or  more  above  a median  travel  time  during  the  pre-event  peak  period  ( for  this  purpose, 
6-7:30  p.m.)  when  there  are  weekday  evening  overlapping  events  with  12,500  or  more  attendees 
at  the  Event  Center  and  San  Francisco  Giants  regular  season  game  at  AT&T  Park.  In  accordance 
with  the  abovementioned  request,  should  the  Delay  Metric  occur,  the  SFMTA  would  agree  to 
implement  Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies  using  available  funds 
as  identified  in  the  Fund  Ordinance.  Strategies  eligible  for  these  funds  are  specified  below. 

The  Delay  Metric  shall  not  apply  to  overlapping  Giants  and  Warriors  games,  or  when  traffic 
delays  are  caused  bv  any  act  of  God,  war,  riot  natural  disaster  (including,  but  not  limited  to,  an 
earthquake)  flood,  fire  act  of  terrorism  or  sabotage,  blockade,  embargo,  strike  or  other  labor 
difficulty,  major  accident  or  interruption  to  transportation,  act  of  governmental  authority,  or 
other  similar  event  or  circumstance  beyond  the  City's  reasonable  control. 

To  address  these  issues  and  provide  advice  to  SFMTA  on  deploy  ment  of  these  Improved 
Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies,  the  City  is  proposing  that  the  Advisory 
Committee_assume  the  following  duties: 

(a)  To  establish  the  components  of  Delay  Metric,  review  travel  time  data  collected  by  the 
SFMTA  for  the  designated  inbound  routes  and  determine  and  regularly  update 
average  travel  times,  which  shall  be  based  on  travel  times  along  the  designated 
inbound  routes  on  weekday  nights  between  6:00  and  7:30  p.m.  when  Giants  baseball 
games  are  scheduled: 

(b)  If  traffic  conditions  associated  with  the  Event  Center  trigger  the  established  Delay 
Metric  during  the  pre-event  peak  period  (for  this  purpose,  6-7:30  p.m.)  when  there 
are  weekday  evening  overlapping  events  with  12,500  or  more  attendees  at  the  Event 
Center  and  a San  Francisco  Giants  regular  season  game  at  AT&T  Park,  require 


additional  City  actions  and  expenditures  from  the  budgeted  funds  for  Improved 
Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies; 

(c)  Collaborate  with  the  SFMTA  and  other  affected  City  departments  on  prioritizing 
appropriate  Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies  based  on 
the  Delay  Metric  data  collected; 

(d)  Recommend  to  the  SFMTA  uses  of  SFMTA  budgeted  funds  related  to  the  Improved 
Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies; 

(e)  Collaborate  with  the  SFMTA  and  relevant  City  departments  and  decision-makers  in 
the  implementation  of  the  Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation 
Strategies  and  monitoring  of  the  uses  of  the  special  reserve  fund  for  these  Strategies: 
and 

(f)  Recommend  different  designated  routes  or  calculations  for  the  Delay  Metric  should 
collected  data,  conditions,  or  changes  in  technology  for  measuring  travel  times 
suggest  better  routes  for  or  approaches  to  measurement. 


As  specified  above,  should  the  Delay  Metric  occur,  the  SFMTA  should  consider  the  following 
Improved  Hospital  Employee  Access  Transportation  Strategies  that  include  but  are  not  limited 
to: 

• City  Marketing  and  promotion  of  “no  drive"  events: 

• Exploring  congestion  pricing  tools  to  charge  fees  to  driving  and  parking  in  the  immediate 
area; 

• Installing  Clipper  Card  vending  machines  on-site  at  the  Event  Center  to  facilitate 
purchase  and  value-adding,  and  to  minimize  impacts  on  transit  “dwell  times"  of  paying 
cash  fares; 

• Engaging  PCOs  to  manage,  direct  or  divert  local  traffic  in  favor  of  circulation  for 
pedestrians,  cyclists  and  transit  users: 

• Expanding  the  network  of  PCO-controlled  streets  during  the  peak  pre-event  period 
beyond  those  described  above  in  the  Local/Hospital  Access  Plan; 

• Increasing  transit  or  HOV  capacity  through  the  operation  of  additional  SFMTA  buses 

• Increasing  capacity  and  use  of  other  "alternative"  transportation  inodes,  such  as  secure  or 
valet  bicycle  parking,  bike  sharing,  or  bicycle  infrastructure  along  the  east-west  corridors: 

• Expanding  "Vision  Zero"  treatments  to  other  nearby  intersections  to  improve  the 
perceptual  and  physical  environment  for  pedestrian  safety. 
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Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  on  the  Event  Center  and  Mixed  Use 
Development  at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 


Final  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  (FSEIR)  on  the  Event  Center  and  Mixed  Use 
Development  at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32  available  on  the  Planning  Department's  webpage 

( http://wvv\v.sf-planniint.om/index.aspx?pa«>:e=l828httD://\v\vAv.sf- 
planninsL  ore/index.  aspx°page 1 828) 
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memorandum 

date  November  3,  2015 

to  Sally  Oerth,  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure 

Chris  Kern,  San  Francisco  Planning  Department,  Major  Environmental  Analysis 

from  Paul  Mitchell,  Environmental  Science  Associates 

Joyce  Hsiao,  Orion  Environmental  Associates 

subject  Revised  Errata  for  Responses  to  Comments  Document  and  Mitigation  Monitoring  and 

Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  for  the  Subsequent  Environmental  Impact  Report  the  Event 
Center  and  Mixed-Use  Development  at  Mission  Bay  Blocks  29-32 
OCI1  Case  No.  ER  2014-919-97  / SF  Planning  Department  Case  No.  2014.1441  E 
Issued  on  October  23, 2015 


Below  please  find  corrections  to  the  above-referenced  document  to  rectify  editorial  errors.  New  text  is 
shown  in  underline  and  newly  deleted  text  is  shown  in  strikethrough  (sin  ket  h ro  ugh)  for  mat. 

Volume  5,  Responses  to  Comments  Document,  Table  1-2,  Revised,  Chapter  14,  page  14-10,  and  in  the 
MMRP,  the  fifth  bullet  under  Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9d  is  clarified  as  follows: 


Impact 

Significance  Determination 

Mitigation  Measure  or  Improvement  Measure 

Impact  TR-9d:  Certain  project 
specialized  exterior  lighting 
could  adversely  affect  UCSI 
helipad  flight  operations 

L.SM 

Mitigation  Measure  M-TR-9d: Event  Center  Exterior  Lighting 
Plan 

[only  partial  text  shown] 

• Avoid  the  use  of  light  configurations  similar  to 

those  associated  with  the  UCSF  helipad  landing 
area  and  where  feasible,  locate  Drimarv  outdoor 
lighted  displays  and  television/lighted  screens  away 
from  the  project  property  line  at  16th  Street,  South 
Street,  or  Third  Street,  whore  feasible 

1 


Volume  5,  Responses  to  Comments  Document,  Table  1-2,  Revised,  Chapter  14,  page  14-25,  and  in  the 
MMRP,  the  word  "Municipal"  is  replaced  with  the  word  "Police": 


Impact 

Significance 

Determination 

Mitigation  Measure  or  Improvement  Measure 

Impact  NO-4 
(cont.) 

Mitigation  Measure  M-NO-4b:  Noise  Control  Plan  tor  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit 

As  part  of  the  Place  of  Entertainment  Permit  process,  the  project  sponsor  shall  develop  and 
implement  a Noise  Control  Plan  for  operations  at  the  proposed  entertainment  venue  to 
reduce  the  potential  for  noise  impacts  from  interior  event  noise.  This  Noise  Control  Plan 
shall,  at  a minimum,  contain  the  following  elements: 

• The  project  sponsor  shall  comply  with  noise  controls  and  restrictions  in  applicable 
entertainment  permit  requirements. 

• The  establishment  shall  provide  adequate  ventilation  within  the  structures  such  that 
doors  and/or  windows  are  not  left  open  tor  such  purposes  resulting  in  noise  emission 
from  the  premises. 

• There  shall  be  no  noise  audible  outside  the  establishment  during  the  daytime  or 
nighttime  hours  that  violates  the  San  Francisco  Police  Municipal  Code  Section  49  or 
2900  et.  seq.  Further,  no  sound  from  the  establishment  shall  be  audible  inside  anv 
surrounding  residences  or  businesses  that  violates  San  Francisco  Police  Code 
section  2901'  et  seq. 

• Permit  holder  shall  take  all  reasonable  measures  to  /ensure  the  sidewalks  adjacent  to 
the  premises  are  not  blocked  or  unnecessarily  affected  by  patrons  or  employees  due  to 
the  operations  of  the  premises  and  shall  provide  security  whenever  patrons  gather 
outdoors. 

Permit  holder  shall  provide  a cell  phone  number  to  all  interested  neighbors  that  will  be 
answered  at  all  times  by  a manager  or  other  responsible  person  who  has  the  authority  to 
adjust  volume  and  respond  to  other  complaints  whenever  entertainment  is  provided. 

Volume  5,  Responses  to  Comments  Document,  Table  1-2,  Revised,  Chapter  14,  page  14-29,  and  in  the 
MMRP,  the  first  sentence  of  the  first  numbered  item  under  Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2a  is  clarified  as 
follows.  I he  same  change  is  made  on  page  13.13-68,  Chapter  13  ot  the  Responses  to  Comments 
Document: 


Impact 

Significance  Determination 

Mitigation  Measure  or  Improvement  Measure 

Impact  AQ-2:  During  project 
operations,  the  proposed  project 
would  result  in  emissions  of  criteria 
air  pollutants  at  levels  that  would 
violate  an  air  quality  standard, 
contribute  to  an  existing  or  projected 
air  quality  violation,  or  result  in  a 
cumulatively  considerable  net 
increase  in  criteria  air  pollutants. 

SUM 

Mitigation  Measure  M-AQ-2b:  Emission  Offsets 

[only  partial  text  shown] 

1.  Pay  a mitigation  offset  fee  to  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District's  (BAAQMD)  Strategic  Incentives 
Division  in  an  amount  no  less  than  not  to  exceed 
$18,030  per  weighted  ton  of  ozone  precursors  per  vear 
requiring  emissions  offsets  plus  a 5 percent 
administrative  fee  to  fund  one  or  more  emissions 
reduction  projects  within  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area 
Air  Basin  (SFBAAB). 
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Volume  5,  Responses  to  Comments  Document,  Table  1-2,  Revised,  Chapter  14,  page  14-49,  the  following 
was  inadvertently  omitted  from  the  summary  table  and  should  be  inserted  after  Impact  Bl-4: 


Impact 

Significance  Determination 

Mitigation  Measure  or  Improvement  Measure 

Impact  BI -5:  The  proposed  project 
would  not  conflict  with  anv  applicable 

LS 

No  mitigation  required. 

local  policies  or  ordinances  protecting 
biological  resources,  such  as  a tree 
preservation  policy  or  ordinance. 

Volume  5,  Responses  to  Comments  Document,  Chapter  14,  page  14-113,  the  word  "Municipal  is  replaced 
with  the  word  "Police": 

. There  shall  be  no  noise  audible  outside  the  establishment  during  the  daytime  or  nighttime 
hours  that  violates  the  San  Francisco  Police  Municipal  Code  Section  49  or  2900  et.  seq. 
Further,  absolutely  no  sound  from  the  establishment  shall  be  audible  inside  any 
surrounding  residences  or  businesses  that  violates  San  Francisco  Police  Code  section  2900 

et.  seq. 

Volume  5,  Responses  to  Comments  Document,  Chapter  14,  page  14-138,  Sally  Oerth,  OCU  Deputy 
Director  is  added  to  the  list  of  SEIR  Authors: 


Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure 
(Successor  to  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency) 
One  South  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 

. Executive  Director:  Tiffany  Bohee 

• Deputy  Director:  Sally  Oerth 

• Project  Manager:  Catherine  Reilly 

• Associate  Planner:  Immanuel  Bereket 


The  MMRP  page  MMRP-2.  fourth  full  paragraph,  first  sentence,  is  revised  as  follows: 

A summary  of  the  project's  Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  is  included  as  Table  Dnrnd 
the  full  TMP  is  included  as-  Attachment-4. 

The  MMRP  page  MMRP-60.  Table  D,  first  row.  first  column,  is  revised  as  follows: 

Transportation  Management  Plan  (TMP)  and  updates 

(Sice  Attachment  1.  May  201  >) 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0236 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise,  Sewer  System  Improvement  Program  (SSIP)  funded 
Contract  No.  WW-605R,  Mission  and  Valencia  Streets  Green  Gateway  was  advertised  on  July 
31,  2015; and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $2,305,347  (SFPUC-SSIP  Portion)  and  the 
Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $2,500,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  build  green 
infrastructure,  replace  water  and  sewer  pipelines,  and  perform  necessary  upgrades  across  two 
blocks  of  Valencia  Street  and  one  block  of  Mission  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  360  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  20,  2011,  the  Planning  Department  certified  the  Final  Mitigated 
Negative  Declaration  (FMND)  (Planning  Department  Case  No. 2008. 1075E)  for  the  Mission 
Streetscape  Master  Plan  (Plan)  and  adopted  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  §§  21000  et  seq.)  (CEQA)  and  Chapter  31  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  (the  CEQA  Findings)  and  the  Mitigation  and  Monitoring 
Reporting  Program  for  the  Project,  by  its  Resolution  No.  R- 18259.  The  Valencia  Streets  Green 
Gateway  Project  is  included  in  the  Plan  and  is  covered  in  the  FMND.  The  Project  includes 
modifications  for  improved  stormwater  management  and  these  modifications  are  also  covered  in 
the  scope  of  the  FMND;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department,  is  the  custodian  of  records,  located  in  File  No. 
2008.1075  E,  at  1650  Mission  Street,  Fourth  Floor,  San  Francisco,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  FMND  and  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (“MMRP”) 
(Attachment  A)  were  made  available  to  the  public  and  for  this  Commission’s  review, 
consideration  and  action;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  (2)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  20,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  reviewed  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  and  this  review  resulted  in  the  selection  of  Anvil  Builders,  Inc. 
as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
1 1%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  a LBE  participation  goal  of  1 1.24%  with 
its  bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  2 weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 


WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  WWE,  SSIP  Project  No.  CWWS1PFCDB09,  Islais 
Creek  Green  Infrastructure;  SFWD  Project  No.  WD-2667,  WD-2777;  SFPW  Paving,  Project  No. 
1898J;  SFMTA  Livable  Streets,  Project  No.  686D47  MVGG;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  finds  that  no  new  information  has  come  to  light  that 
would  affect  the  conclusions  contained  in  the  FMND  and  the  CEQA  Findings  approved  by  the 
Planning  Commission  under  Resolution  Number  R- 18259;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  finds  that  the  scope  of  the  Project  analyzed 
in  the  FMND  would  not  cause  new  significant  impacts  that  were  not  identified  in  the  MND,  or 
result  in  a substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant  impacts,  and 
therefore  no  new  mitigation  measures  would  be  necessary  to  reduce  any  significant  impacts;  and 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  FMND,  the 
CEQA  Findings,  which  are  incorporated  herein  by  this  reference;  and  the  MMRP.  The 
Commission  hereby  adopts  the  CEQA  Findings  previously  adopted  by  the  Planning  Commission 
in  its  Resolution  No.R- 18259,  and  adopts  the  MMRP  and  the  mitigation  measures,  which  will  be 
included  in  this  Project;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and 
specifications  and  awards  Wastewater  Enterprise,  SSIP  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WW- 
605R,  Mission  and  Valencia  Streets  Green  Gateway,  in  the  amount  of  $2,949,013  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Anvil  Builders,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


be  it 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0237 


WHEREAS,  urban  stormwater  runoff  is  a significant  contributor  of  pollution  to  the  San 
Francisco  Bay  and  Pacific  Ocean;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Federal  Clean  Water  Act  and  a National  Pollution  Discharge 
Elimination  System  (NPDES)  Permit  issued  by  the  State  of  California  require  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  to  administer  a Stormwater  Management  Program  to  reduce  pollution 
in  stormwater  runoff  in  San  Francisco’s  municipal  separate  storm  sewer  systems;  and 

WHEREAS,  developing  and  administering  a stormwater  management  program  to  reduce 
the  volume  and  rate  of  stormwater  runoff  delivered  to  the  combined  sewer  areas  of  San 
Francisco  will  enhance  compliance  with  NPDES  permits  issued  by  the  State  of  California  and 
USEPA  for  combined  sewer  discharges;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  Wastewater 
Enterprise  and  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  (Port)  have  been  charged  with  developing  and 
implementing  a stormwater  management  program  that  fulfills  state  and  federal  requirements  for 
regulation  of  post-construction  stormwater  runoff  control  and  provides  the  means  to  enforce  the 
requirements  of  the  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Port  and  SFPUC  staff  have  developed  the  San  Francisco  Stormwater 
Management  Requirements  and  Design  Guidelines  (SMR),  which  define  regulatory  thresholds 
and  requirements  for  development  projects  and  offer  San  Francisco-specific  approaches  for 
stormwater  management,  including  Low  Impact  Design  (LID)  and  green  infrastructure 
solutions;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  conducted  public  outreach  in  support  of  the  development  of  the 
SMR  and  incorporated  input  from  community  and  technical  stakeholders  into  the  final  SMR 
document;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SMR  are  designed  to  work  within  the  context  of  existing  San  Francisco 
regulations  and  policies,  and  are  consistent  with  the  City’s  Building  Code  and  Planning  Code 
requirements;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  2010  Stormwater  Management  Ordinance  establishes  an  administrative 
framework  to  ensure  compliance  with  requirements  established  in  the  SMR;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  proposed  amendments  to  the  SMO  clarify  and  streamline  the  ordinance 
for  users  and  ensure  compliance  with  requirements  put  forward  in  the  NPDES  General  Permit 
No.  CAS000004;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  adopt  regulations  for  matters  under  its 
jurisdiction,  in  accordance  with  Charter  sections  4. 1 04( a)(  1 ) and  8B. 121(a);  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  resolution  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  in  File  No.  2015-012458ENV  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference,  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  recommends  the  referral  of  amendments  to 
the  Stormwater  Management  Ordinance  to  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  for  adoption 
and  incoiporation  into  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0238 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  voters  have  approved  a total  of  nearly  $14  million  in  bond 
funding  allocated  since  2003  for  green  schoolyards  design  and  construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  public  funding  will  be  used  to  complete  the  development  of  green 
schoolyards  at  84  K-12  public  schools  throughout  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  recognized  an  opportunity  to  supplement  the  existing  green 
schoolyard  master  planning  and  design  process  to  incorporate  innovative  green  stormwater 
infrastructure  technologies  not  currently  within  the  scope  of  the  green  schoolyard  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Environmental  education  in  an  outdoor  classroom  setting  is  closely  aligned  with 
the  educational  benchmarks  and  goals  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
with  regard  to  water  conservation,  stormwater  management,  pollution  prevention,  energy  use 
reduction,  and  other  lessons  related  to  water,  power,  and  sewer;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  wishes  to  invest  in  environmental  education  programming  that  can 
reach  as  many  students  as  possible,  to  help  create  the  next  generation  of  environmental  stewards  that 
will  care  for  our  natural  resources  and  infrastructure;  and 

WHEREAS,  With  the  Grant  funds,  SFPUC  will  have  a completed  design  for  a potential  green 
infrastructure  pilot  project  ready  for  implementation  that  showcases  a multitude  of  green  infrastructure 
technologies;  and 

WHEREAS,  Green  infrastructure  on  school  properties  supports  the  SFPUC  goal  of 
providing  water  and  wastewater  education  to  the  city’s  youth  and  fostering  future  stewards  of  our 
city’s  water  and  wastewater  systems;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  has  determined  the 
recommended  action  to  approve  the  proposed  Grant  Program  does  not  constitute  a “project” 
under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines  section  15378(b)(4)  because  the  action 
creates  a government  funding  mechanism  not  involving  any  commitment  to  a specific  project 
resulting  in  a physical  change  in  the  environment.  Final  design  ot  the  proposed  green  schoolyard 
project  would  be  subject  to  environmental  review  prior  to  approval  of  any  construction;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  a Grant  Agreement  with  SFUSD  for  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $177,000,  and  with  a total  duration  of  two  (2)  years  and  five  (5)  months. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  11,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0239 


WHEREAS,  On  October  28,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0171,  this  Commission 
approved  a project  for  remediation  of  contaminants  at  520  John  Muir  Drive  in  San  Francisco, 
and  on  March  10,  2015,  by  Resolution  15-0060,  subsequently  awarded  Water  Enterprise,  Capital 
Improvement  Program  (CIP)  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2750,  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir 
Drive,  to  Engineering/Remediation  Resources  Group,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  (NTP)  was  issued  on  April  17, 
2015; and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $9,210,715  with  a contract  duration  of 
280  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Conditions  were  encountered  in  the  field,  including  the  discovery  of  40% 
more  contaminated  soil,  lead  shot  and  clay  pigeon  debris  that  were  not  anticipated  in  the 
planning  and  design  stage  of  the  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  submitted  a request  for  a Minor  Project  Modification  (MPM)  to 
the  City  Planning  Department  to  review  whether  excavation  of  additional  contaminated  soils 
would  affect  the  mitigated  negative  declaration  (MND)  previously  issued  for  the  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department  reviewed  and  approved  the  MPM  on  October  22, 
2015,  and  determined  that  the  increase  in  the  amount  of  contaminants  did  not  affect  the  prior 
CEQA  analysis  because  all  previously  identified  construction  impacts  discussed  in  the  MND 
were  covered  by  the  existing  mitigation  measures;  and 

WHEREAS,  Sections  6.22(H)(1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that 
any  cumulative  increase  in  price  or  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  or 
duration  be  approved  by  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Cost  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract  amount  to 
$809,008,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  $24,000,  potential  change  orders  amount  to  $0, 
trends  amount  to  $425,000,  and  the  original  10%  contingency  amount  is  $921,071;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders, 
would  exceed  the  pre-approved  10%  construction  cost  contingency;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  extension  of  the  contract  duration  of  60  consecutive  calendar  days  is 
requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager's  subsequent  authorization  if  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  A non-compensable  increase  in  the  contract  duration  would  exceed  the  pre- 
approved 10%  original  contract  duration;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $425,000  is 
requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager's  subsequent  authorization  of  modifications,  if 
appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  will  be  provided  from  currently  appropriated  but  unallocated  project 
funds;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  17%  for  this  contract,  and  Engineering/Remediation 
Resources  Group,  Inc.,  committed  to  a 19%  LBE  participation  goal  of  19%  with  its  bid 
submittal;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $425,000,  and  approves  an  extension  of  the  contract  duration 
of  up  to  60  consecutive  calendar  days  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  C1P  funded  Contract  No.  WD- 
2750,  Site  Remediation  at  520  John  Muir  Drive,  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of 
$10,556,786;  and  a potential  extension  in  the  total  contract  duration  of  up  to  360  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
or  his  designee  to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract 
amount  for  up  to  $10,556,786  and  to  the  contract  duration  for  a total  contract  duration  of  up  to 
360  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0240 


WHEREAS,  on  November  5,  2002,  the  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(the  “City")  approved  Proposition  E,  codified  as  Article  VIIIB  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  (the 
“Charter”),  which,  among  other  things,  authorized  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the  “Public  Utilities  Commission”)  to  issue  revenue  bonds, 
including  notes,  commercial  paper  or  other  forms  of  indebtedness,  when  authorized  by  ordinance 
approved  by  a two  thirds  vote  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  (the  “Board  of  Supervisors”),  for  the  purpose  of  reconstructing,  replacing,  expanding, 
repairing  or  improving  water  facilities  or  clean  water  facilities,  or  combinations  of  water  and 
clean  water  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  pursuant  to  Section  8B.124  of  the  Charter,  approval  of  any  bonds  or  other 
forms  of  indebtedness  thereunder  is  additionally  subject  to  the  provision  of  certain  certifications 
of  an  independent  engineer  retained  by  the  Commission  and  certain  certifications  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department,  which  certifications  shall  make  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  in  Section  8B.  124;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  February  1 1,  2014,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopted  Resolution 
No.  14-0032,  to  approve  the  Fiscal  Year  2014-15  and  Fiscal  Year  2015-16  Capital  Improvement 
Program  Budget  for  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  (as  term  “Wastewater  Enterprise”  is  defined  in 
the  Indenture,  dated  as  of  January  1,  2003,  by  and  between  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  and 
U.S.  Bank,  National  Association,  as  trustee  thereunder,  and  herein  the  “Indenture”)  and,  subject 
to  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  authorize  the  issuance  of  revenue  bonds  for  included 
capital  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  June  24,  2014,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Ordinance  No.  105-14, 
signed  by  the  Mayor  on  July  2,  2014,  which,  among  other  matters,  provided  such  supplemental 
budget  authority  for  the  period  of  Fiscal  Year  2014-15  and  Fiscal  Year  2015-16  in  the  amount  of 
$950,906,000  for  capital  projects  benefitting  the  Wastewater  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  June  24,  2014,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Ordinance  No.  107-14 
(the  “Original  Ordinance”),  signed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  (the  “Mayor”)  on  July  2,  2014,  to, 
among  other  matters,  authorize  the  issuance  of  up  to  $819,035,941  of  Wastewater  Revenue 
Bonds  to  finance  projects  benefiting  the  Wastewater  Enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  March  6,  2015,  the  Planning  Department  determined  that  the  Lake 
Merced  Green  Infrastructure-Holloway  Green  Street  project  (CWWSIPFCDB03)  is  categorically 
exempt  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Guidelines  Section  15301 
(Existing  Facilities);  and  on  May  26,  2015,  this  Commission  approved  the  Lake  Merced  Green 
Infrastructure-Holloway  Green  Street  Project  (CWWSIPFCDB03)  by  Resolution  No.  15-0125; 
and 

WHEREAS,  on  March  10,  2015,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopted  Resolution  No. 
15-0069,  to  approve  the  execution  and  delivery  of  Installment  Sale  Agreements  (“Installment 
Sale  Agreements”),  by  and  between  the  California  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  (the 
“State  Water  Board”)  and  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  secure  State  Revolving  Fund  loans 
(“SRF")  made  by  the  State  Water  Board  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  an  aggregate 
principal  amount  not-to-exceed  $819,035,941,  to  finance  projects  benefiting  the  Wastewater 


Enterprise,  subject  to  (i)  the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  (the  “General 
Manager”)  is  required  to  present  the  terms  of  any  Installment  Sale  Agreement  for  prior  approval 
to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  (ii)  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  shall  have  first 
obtained  supplemental  budgetary  authority  to  cover  any  such  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  May  26,  2015,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved  the  Lake 
Merced  Green  Infrastructure-Holloway  Green  Street  project  (CWWSIPFCDB03)  by  Resolution 
No.  15-0125;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  June  9,  2015,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Ordinance  No.  89-15, 
signed  by  the  Mayor  on  June  18,  2015,  to  amend  and  supplement  the  Original  Ordinance  in  order 
to  provide  for  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  form  of  certain  Installment  Sale  Agreements 
entered  into  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  State  Water  Board  to  secure  SRF  loans 
made  by  the  State  Water  Board  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  an  aggregate  principal 
amount  not  to  exceed  $819,035,941  to  finance  projects  benefiting  the  Wastewater  Enteiprise, 
and  granted  delegation  to  the  Commission  to  enter  into  such  Installment  Sale  Agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  now  desires  to  approve  the  terms  of  that 
certain  Installment  Sale  Agreement,  Expanded  Use  Financing  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure 

- Holloway  Green  Street  Project  Clean  Water  State  Revolving  Fund  Project  No.  C-06-8064-1 10, 
dated  as  of  its  date  (the  “Installment  Sale  Agreement”),  by  and  between  the  State  Water  Board 
and  the  Public  Utilities  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  State  Water  Board  may  fund  the  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure  - 
Holloway  Green  Street  Project  with  loans,  bonds  or  other  indebtedness,  the  interest  upon  which 
is  excluded  from  gross  income  for  federal  income  tax  purposes  (the  “Obligation”  or  alternatively 
referred  to  as  the  Installment  Sale  Agreement)  in  an  amount  to  finance  all  or  a portion  of  the 
Projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Commission  has  determined  that  the  moneys  advanced  and  to  be 
advanced  to  pay  certain  expenditures  (“Expenditures”)  of  the  Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure 

- Holloway  Green  Street  Project  are  or  will  be  available  only  for  a temporary  period  and  it  is 
necessary  to  reimburse  all  such  expenditures  made  no  earlier  than  60  days  prior  to  the  date 
hereof  with  respect  to  the  project  from  proceeds  of  the  Obligation;  and 

WHEREAS,  section  1.150-2  of  the  Treasury  Regulations  requires  the  Commission  to 
declare  its  reasonable  official  intent  to  reimburse  prior  expenditures  for  the  Projects  with 
proceeds  of  the  Obligation; 

NOW,  THEREFORE  BE  IT  RESOLVED  AS  FOLLOWS: 

Section  1.  Approval  of  the  Installment  Sale  Agreement.  The  Commission  hereby 
authorizes  and  directs  the  General  Manager  (or  designee)  to  enter  into  the  Installment  Sale 
Agreement  with  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  pursuant  to  Section  8B.  124  of  the 
Charter  to  finance  a portion  of  the  design,  acquisition  and  construction  of  the  Lake  Merced 
Green  Infrastructure  - Holloway  Green  Street  Project,  provided  such  Installment  Sale  Agreement 
shall  not  be  funded  in  excess  of  $7,435,000,  and  the  interest  rate  contained  in  such  Installment 
Sale  Agreement  shall  not  exceed  the  maximum  rate  of  twelve  percent  (12%)  per  annum  and  shall 
not  exceed  a term  of  thirty  (30)  years  from  the  date  of  the  execution  of  the  Installment  Sale 
Agreement,  or  such  later  date  as  provided  in  such  contract.  The  Installment  Sale  Agreement 
shall  be  payable  from  a pledge  of  the  Net  Revenues  of  the  Wastewater  Enterprise  on  a parity  lien 
basis  with  the  payment  of  any  outstanding  Bonds  of  the  Wastewater  Enteiprise,  as  such  terms  are 
defined  in  the  Indenture. 


Section  2.  Compliance  with  Treasury  Regulations.  The  Commission  adopts  this 
Resolution  for  purposes  of  establishing  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  1.150-2  of 
the  Treasury  Regulations. 

Section  3.  Declaration  of  Official  Intent.  The  Commission  hereby  declares  its 
official  intent,  pursuant  to  Section  1.150-2  of  the  Treasury  Regulations,  to  use  proceeds  of  the 
Installment  Sale  Agreement  to  reimburse  the  Expenditures  incurred  in  connection  with  the  Lake 
Merced  Green  Infrastructure  - Holloway  Green  Street  Project . 

Section  4.  Installment  Sale  Agreement  Principal  Amount.  The  Commission 
reasonably  expects  the  principal  amount  of  the  Installment  Sale  Agreement  to  be  issued  for  the 
Lake  Merced  Green  Infrastructure  - Holloway  Green  Street  Project  will  not  exceed  $7,435,000. 

Section  5.  Reimbursement.  This  Resolution  is  being  adopted  no  later  than  60  days 
after  the  date  the  Commission  will  expend  moneys  for  the  construction  of  a portion  of  the  Lake 
Merced  Green  Infrastructure  - Holloway  Green  Street  Project  cost  expected  to  be  reimbursed 
with  proceeds  of  the  Installment  Sale  Agreement.  Each  Expenditure  will  be  either  (a)  of  a type 
properly  chargeable  to  a capital  account  under  general  federal  income  tax  principles  (determined 
in  each  case  as  of  the  date  of  the  Expenditure),  (b)  a cost  of  issuance  with  respect  to  the 
Obligation,  (c)  a non-recurring  item  that  is  not  customarily  payable  from  current  revenues,  or  (d) 
a grant  to  a party  that  is  not  related  to  or  an  agent  of  the  Commission  so  long  as  such  grant  does 
not  impose  any  obligation  or  condition  (directly  or  indirectly)  to  repay  any  amount  to  or  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Commission. 

Section  6.  Purpose  of  this  Resolution.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopts  this 
Resolution  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  compliance  with  Section  1 of  Resolution  No.  15-0069. 

Section  7.  General  Authority.  Subject  to  the  conditions  and  limitations  contained  in 
this  Resolution,  the  General  Manger,  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Operating  Officer 
and  the  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Business  Services  and  Chief  Financial  Officer  and  their 
duly  authorized  deputies  and  agents  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  jointly  and  severally,  to 
take  such  actions  and  to  execute  and  deliver  such  certificates,  agreements,  requests  or  other 
documents,  as  they  may  deem  necessary  or  desirable  to  facilitate  the  execution  and  delivery  of 
the  Installment  Sale  Agreement  (including  the  execution  of  any  amendments  thereto  to  reflect 
final  contract  price,  subject  in  all  respects  to  the  limitations  contained  herein),  to  obtain  title  and 
other  insurance  with  respect  to  the  facilities  to  be  financed,  and  otherwise  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  Resolution.  Any  such  actions  are  solely  intended  to  further  the  purposes  of  this 
Resolution,  and  are  subject  in  all  respects  to  the  terms  of  this  Resolution,  and  any  such  action 
cannot  increase  the  risk  to  the  Commission,  and  that  such  official  shall  consult  with  the  City 
Attorney  prior  to  execution  and  provided  that  within  30  days  of  the  documents  approved  by  this 
Resolution  being  executed  by  all  parties,  such  final  documents  (showing  marked  changes,  if  any) 
shall  be  provided  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  for  inclusion  in  the  official  file,  together  with  a brief 
explanation  of  any  changes  from  the  date  of  the  adoption  of  this  Resolution. 

Section  8.  Ratification.  That  the  actions  approved  by  this  Resolution  and  heretofore 
taken  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and  confirmed  by  this  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


Section  9. 
adoption. 


Effective  Date.  This  Resolution  shall  take  effect  from  and  after  its 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0241 


WHEREAS,  In  1946,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  Board  of  Supervisors 
passed  Resolution  No.  4744  (Series  of  1939)  requiring  the  City  to  purchase  certain  real  property 
“for  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  North  Point  Sludge  Treatment  Plant  near 
Islais  Creek,”  now  commonly  known  as  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  (Southeast 
Plant);  and 

WHEREAS,  In  1946,  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  4744  (Series  of  1939)  and  specifically 
for  the  purposes  of  a sludge  treatment  plant,  the  City  purchased  Assessor’s  Block  5262  in  its 
entirety  [Resolution  No.  5518  (Series  of  1939)];  and 

WHEREAS,  Between  1946  and  1948,  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  4744  (Series  of  1939) 
and  specifically  for  the  purposes  of  a sludge  treatment  plant,  the  City  purchased  the  portion  of 
Assessor's  Block  5270  east  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  tracks  [ Resolution  Nos.  5385,  5437 
and  5963,  and  Ordinance  No.  4849  (all  Series  of  1939)];  and 

WHEREAS,  Until  August  1,  1996,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works  had 
jurisdiction  over  and  maintained  the  City’s  wastewater  system  including  all  municipal  sewage 
treatment  and  disposal  systems  and  other  related  facilities  located  within  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Effective  August  1,  1996,  jurisdiction  over  the  City's  wastewater  system, 
including  sewerage  facilities,  assets  and  properties,  including  a portion  of  Assessor’s  Block 
5262  was  transferred  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  the  mid-1960's,  the  City  has  maintained  the  Central  Fleet 
Maintenance  Shop  (Central  Shops),  a facility  providing  repair  services  to  the  City’s  non-revenue 
vehicle  fleet  on  a portion  of  Assessor’  Block/Lot  5262-009,  with  an  address  of  1800  Jerrold 
Avenue  (1800  Jerrold).  The  Office  of  Contract  Administration  (OCA)_of  the  City’s  General 
Services  Agency  (GSAfhas  jurisdiction  over  1800  Jerrold;  and 

WHEREAS,  Employees  and  equipment  of  the  City’s  Department  of  Technology  (DT) 
also  are  located  at  1 800  Jerrold;  and 

WHEREAS,  1800  Jerrold  is  approximately  6.04  acres  in  size  and  located  adjacent  to  the 
Southeast  Plant,  which  the  City  owns  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (SFPUC);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Southeast  Plant  facilities  are  old,  and  substantial  maintenance,  repair 
and  replacement  is  required.  The  SFPUC  has  an  immediate  need  for  additional  space  of  at  least 
six  acres  for  storage  of  equipment  and  vehicles  and  temporary  relocation  of  existing  uses  while  it 
undertakes  scheduled  repair  and  replacement  projects  in  the  next  two  years.  Many  of  the 
Southeast  Plant's  facilities  have  reached  the  end  of  their  useful  life  and  are  in  need  of  substantial 
and  constant  maintenance.  In  the  longer  term,  the  SFPUC  anticipates  a continuing  need  for  more 
space  for  capital  improvement  wastewater  treatment  projects  that  are  in  the  planning  stages 
related  to  existing  facilities  and  upgrades  to  the  sewer  system  as  part  of  its  Sewer  System 
Improvement  Program,  including  the  proposed  Biosolids  Digester  Facilities  Project,  which  is 


currently  undergoing  separate  environmental  review.  Due  to  the  existing  intense  private  sector 
competition  for  available  industrial  land  in  the  City,  particularly  in  proximity  to  the  SFPUC’s 
existing  utility  plants  and  facilities,  the  SFPUC  now  seeks  to  secure  land  necessary  to  support  its 
current  and  future  obligation  to  provide  essential  utility  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  OCA  will  consider  consenting  to  a jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  to 
the  SFPUC,  provided  that  the  OCA  receives  compensation  to  enable  occupancy  of  functionally 
equivalent  facilities  and  for  necessary  incurred  relocation  expenses;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff,  together  with  staff  of  GSA’s  Real  Estate  Division  (RED),  has 
negotiated  the  terms  of  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU),  on  file  with  the  Commission 
Secretary  for  this  agenda  item,  which  provides  for  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  proposed 
jurisdictional  transfers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  MOU  provides  that  the  SFPUC  and  OCA  will  seek  the  approval  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  a jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  to  the  SFPUC, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  MOU;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City’s  Director  of  Property  has  determined  the  current  fair  market  value 
of  1 800  Jerrold  is  less  than  the  reasonable  and  necessary  expense  required  to  relocate  Central 
Shops  to  facilities  that  are  functional  equivalent  to  Central  Shops’  existing  facilities,  including 
property  acquisition  costs,  rent,  and  development,  design  and  construction  of  improvements  for 
replacement  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  RED  has  identified  an  assemblage,  through  both  leasing  and  purchase,  of 
three  separate  properties,  close  to  1800  Jerrold:  the  proposed  acquisition  of  555  Selby  and  1975 
Galvez  (Acquisition  Sites)  and  a long-term  lease  of  450  Toland  (Leased  Site),  as  proposed 
replacement  sites  for  Central  Shops,  and  proposes  to  enter  into  agreements  to  develop,  design 
and  construct  replacement  facilities  and  tenant  improvements,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
approval;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  28,  2015,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  the 
proposed  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  to  the  SFPUC  is  categorically  exempt  as  Class 
32:  In-Fill  Development  categorical  exemption  under  section  15332  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA).  The  Planning  Department  sent  notification  on  October  13, 
2015  of  the  project  receiving  environmental  review  and  received  no  public  comments  by  the  end 
of  the  specified  comment  period;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  a MOU 
with  OCA  and  RED,  in  substantially  the  form  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary, 
establishing  the  terms  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  in  exchange  for  payment  of 
$73,700,000  (Transfer  Price)  from  Project  Number  CWWSIPPRPL91  for  relocation  of  Central 
Shops  to  functionally  equivalent  facilities,  based  upon  the  value  determined  by  the  City’s 
Director  of  Property,  subject  to  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  the 
jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  and  the  Acquisition  Sites  to  the  SFPUC  consistent  with  the 
terms  of  the  MOU,  and  approval  of  related  actions  necessary  to  implement  the  MOU;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  SFPUC  shall  have  no  obligation  to  pay  any  amount  above 
the  Transfer  Price  to  OCA  for  the  right  to  assume  jurisdiction  and  occupy  1800  Jerrold  and 
jurisdiction  over  the  Acquired  Sites.  Any  changes  to  the  cost  of  acquisitions,  lease  or 


construction  necessary  to  achieve  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  and  the  relocation 
schedule,  will  be  the  sole  responsibility  of  OCA  ; and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  funds  transferred  to  OCA  are  anticipated  to  be 
expended  in  the  following  manner:  (i)  $1 1,500,000  shall  be  expended  for  the  acquisition  of  the 
Acquired  Sites;  (ii)  $6,900,000  shall  be  expended  toward  the  ten-year  lease  of  Leased  Site;  and 
(iii)  $55,300,000  shall  be  expended  for  the  construction  of  a new  one-story  maintenance  shop 
building  at  the  Acquired  Sites,  tenant  improvements  at  the  Leased  Site  and  relocation  costs;  and 
be  it 

FLTRTHER  RESOLVED,  That  any  deviation  to  this  allocation  of  SFPUC  funds 
transferred  to  OCA  shall  require  the  prior  written  approval  of  the  SFPUC' s General  Manager; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
MOU  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  the  MOU  and  enter  into  any 
amendments  or  modifications  to  the  MOU,  including  without  limitation,  modification,  addition, 
or  deletion  of  exhibits  and  to  enter  into  any  related  documents,  instruments,  memorandum,  or 
other  agreements  reasonably  necessary  to  consummate  the  transaction  contemplated  in  the  MOU, 
that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  liabilities  or  obligations  of  the  SFPUC  or 
materially  diminish  the  benefits  to  the  SFPUC;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the 
purposes  and  intent  of  the  MOU  or  this  Resolution;  and  comply  with  all  applicable  laws, 
including  the  City  Charter. 

1 hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0242 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“Commission”) 
provides  electric  service  to  municipal  and  retail  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  intends  to  serve  additional  new  retail  customers  in  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  common  electric  industry  practice  to  adopt  rules  and  regulations 
governing  electric  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  9,  2010,  the  Commission  adopted  Rules  & Regulations 
Governing  Electric  Service  (“Rules”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  now  wishes  to  adopt  Appendix  I to  the  Rules,  that  would 
implement  certain  technical  standards  for  the  provision  of  electrical  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  now  wishes  to  adopt  Appendix  II  to  the  Rules  that  would 
establish  protocols  for  provisioning  new  distribution  line  and  service  line  extensions;  and 

WHEREAS,  Notice  of  a public  hearing  on  November  10,  2015  for  Commission 
consideration  of  Appendices  I and  II  to  the  Rules  was  given  at  least  ten  days  prior  to  the  meeting, 
as  required  by  Charter  Section  4. 104(a)(  1);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  amends  the  Rules  & Regulations  Governing 
Electric  Service  by  adopting  Appendix  I and  Appendix  II,  on  file  with  the  Commission 
Secretary,  effective  November  10,  2015;  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  modify  the  Rules  & 
Regulations  as  needed  to  implement  the  amendments  effectively,  and  directs  the  General 
Manager  to  file  a copy  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations,  as  amended,  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4. 102. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0243 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  will  be 
launching  the  CleanPowerSF  program  during  FY  2015-16;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  special  funds  were  established  for  CleanPowerSF  (Ordinance  200- 
12):  the  (a)  CleanPowerSF  Customer  Fund,  as  the  depository  and  operating  fund  used  to 
procure  energy  and  pay  all  other  operating  costs  and  (b)  CleanPowerSF  Reserve  Fund,  to 
hold  reserves  for  unanticipated  fluctuations  in  the  cost  of  energy,  customer  services 
payments,  and  working  capital  needs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Staff  continues  working  with  the  Controller’s  Office  to  develop  an 
appropriate  CleanPowerSF  fund  structure  and  allocation  process  within  the  City’s  Financial 
Management  System  and  may  need  to  amend  these  already  established  funds  with  additional 
legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and 


WHEREAS,  A $4  million  working  capital  loan  was  approved  by  the  Commission 
(Resolution  No.  15-0103)  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Ordinance  120-12)  to  manage 
CleanPowerSF  cash  flow  needs  between  the  initial  period  of  service  delivery  and  receipt  of 
customer  payments  from  PG&E;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  additional  loan  of  up  to  $4  million  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Power 
Enterprise  fund  balance  (for  a total  amount  not  to  exceed  $8  million)  may  be  necessary  to 
support  initial  CleanPowerSF  operations;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  seeks  authority  to  extend  repayment  terms  for 
the  CleanPowerSF  working  capital  loan  to  five  years  from  program  launch;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Section  3.105  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  the  Controller’s  Office  will  establish  a schedule  of  allotments  for  the 
CleanPowerSF  Customer  Fund  and  periodically  estimate  revenue  in  order  to  ensure 
sufficient  funding  to  meet  obligations,  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  work  with  the 
Controller  to  establish  necessary  CleanPowerSF  accounts  within  the  City's  Financial 
Management  System,  including  submitting  legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
developing  the  necessary  procedures  with  the  Controller  to  certify  CleanPowerSF  funds  for 
appropriation  authority;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to 
seek  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors  approval  of  a supplemental  appropriation  of  up  to  an 
additional  $4,000,000,  as  a loan,  from  the  Hetchy  Fund  Balance  Account  to  CleanPowerSF,  to 
he  repaid  within  five  years  of  program  launch;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to 
submit  amended  CleanPowerSF  working  capital  loan  repayment  terms  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  extending  repayment  term  to  five  years  from  program  launch;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  before  making  any  future  decisions  to  construct  or  cause 
the  construction  of  specific  renewable  energy  projects  subject  to  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  the  SFPUC  will  consider  any  environmental  review  documents  prepared  by 
the  City  or  another  lead  agency  in  compliance  with  CEQA  and,  if  it  approves  such  projects,  the 
SFPUC  will  make  or  adopt  any  required  CEQA  findings  as  part  of  such  approval  actions. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  November  10,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Edwin  M.  Lee 

MAYOR 

AGENDA 

Tuesday,  December  8,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Commissioners 

Francesca  Vietor,  President 
Anson  Moran,  Vice  President 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 

Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 
www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.qranicus.comA/iewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


For  questions  about  the  meeting,  please  contact  (415)  554-3165.  The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pages,  and  similar  sound- 
producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited.  Please  be  advised  that  the  President  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of 
any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance:  Government’s  duty  is  to  sen/e  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of 
the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Phone:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax:  (415) 
554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force, 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Disability  Access:  The  SFPUC  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  closest 
accessible  BART  Station  is  at  Civic  Center.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  Metro  lines  J Church,  K Ingleside,  L 
Taraval,  M Oceanview,  N Judah  and  T Third  at  Van  Ness  and  Civic  Center  Stations;  F Market  Line;  and  bus  routes  19  Polk,  47  Van 
Ness,  49  Mission  Van  Ness,  5 Fulton,  6 Parnassus,  21  Hays,  9 San  Bruno,  9L  San  Bruno  Limited,  71  Haight  Noriega  and  71 L 
Noriega  Limited.  For  more  information  about  MUNI  accessible  sen/ices  call  (415)  701-4485.  The  meeting  room  is  wheelchair 
accessible.  Accessible  curbside  parking  spaces  have  been  designated  on  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  McAllister  Street  perimeters  of 
City  Hall  for  mobility-impaired  persons.  There  is  accessible  parking  available  within  the  Civic  Center  Parking  Garage  at  the  corner  of 
McAllister  and  Polk  Streets,  and  within  the  Performing  Arts  Parking  Garage  at  Grove  and  Franklin  Streets.  To  obtain  a disability- 
related  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  or  to  obtain  meeting  materials  in  alternative  format,  please  contact 
Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  by  emailing  dhood@sfwater.org.  Providing  at  least  72  hours  notice  will  help  to  ensure 
availability.  To  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products. 

LANGUAGE  ACCESS 

Per  the  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  Chinese,  Spanish  and  or  Filipino 
(Tagalog)  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  requests.  Meeting  Minutes  may  be  translated,  if  requested,  after  they  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Commission.  Assistance  in  additional  languages  may  be  honored  whenever  possible.  To  request  assistance  with 
these  services  please  contact  the  Commission  Clerk  Donna  Hood  at  (415)  554-0761 , or  dhood @ sfwater.org  at  least  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  hearing.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
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ACCESO  A IDIOMAS 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  “Language  Access  Ordinance”  (Capitulo  91  del  Codigo  Administrative  de  San 
Francisco  “Chapter  91  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code”)  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol  y/o  filipino  (tagalo)  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  Los  minutos  podran  ser  traducidos,  de  ser  requeridos,  luego  de  ser  aprobados  por  la  Comision.  La 
asistencia  en  idiomas  adicionales  se  tomara  en  cuenta  siempre  que  sea  posible.  Para  solicitar  asistencia  con  estos  servicios  favor 
comunicarse  con  la  Secretaria  de  la  Comision  Donna  Hood  al  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes 
de  la  reunion.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible. 

PAG-ACCESS  SA  WIKA 

Ayon  sa  Language  Access  Ordinance  (Chapter  91  ng  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code),  maaaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  sa  wikang  Tsino,  Espanyol,  at/o  Filipino  (Tagalog).  Kapag  hiniling,  ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Maari  din  magkaroon  ng  tulong  sa  ibang  wika.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng 
kahilingan,  mangyaring  tumawag  sa  Clerk  ng  Commission  Donna  Hood  sa  (415)  554-0761,  o dhood@sfwater.org  sa  hindi  bababa 
sa  48  oras  bago  mag  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  pagbibigyan. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements:  Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local 
legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental 
Conduct  Code  §2.100]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact 
the  San  Francisco  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100;  fax 
(41 5)  252-31 1 2;  web  site  at  www.sfaov.org/ethics. 

CEQA  Appeal  Rights  under  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  If  the  Commission's  action  on  a project 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  that  project  (as  defined  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31 , as  amended,  Board  of 
Supervisors  Ordinance  Number  161-13),  then  the  CEQA  determination  prepared  in  support  of  that  Approval  Action  is  thereafter 
subject  to  appeal  within  the  time  frame  specified  in  S.F.  Administrative  Code  Section  31 .16.  Typically,  an  appeal  must  be  filed 
within  30  calendar  days  of  the  Approval  Action  for  a project  that  has  received  an  exemption  or  negative  declaration  pursuant  to 
CEQA.  For  information  on  filing  an  appeal  under  Chapter  31 , contact  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  City  Hall,  1 Dr. 

Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  or  call  (415)  554-5184.  If  the  Planning  Department's 
Environmental  Review  Officer  has  deemed  a project  to  be  exempt  from  further  environmental  review,  an  exemption  determination 
has  been  prepared  and  can  be  obtained  on-line  at  http://www.sf-planninq.org/index.asDX?paae=3447. Under  CEQA,  in  a later  court 
challenge,  a litigant  may  be  limited  to  raising  only  those  issues  previously  raised  at  a hearing  on  the  project  or  in  written 
correspondence  delivered  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Planning  Department  or  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at,  or  prior  to,  such  hearing,  or  as  part  of  the  appeal  hearing  process  on  the  CEQA  decision. 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


1 . Call  to  Order 

2.  Roll  Call 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  November  1 0,  201 5 

4.  General  Public  Comments 

Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Commission  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Annual  Water  Supply  Development  Report 

d)  Status  of  Large  Development  Projects  in  the  Water  Service  Area 

e)  Water  Resources  Division  Annual  Report 

f)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  institute  a new  recognition  program  to 
highlight  excellent  performance  and  commitment  to  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  values  by  SFPUC  employees,  teams  of  employees,  contractors, 


consultants  and/or  other  outside  partners.  (Ellis) 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update  (Ritchie) 

b)  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Reports  (How) 

c)  Wastewater  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Report  (How) 

d)  Rates  Policy  Progress  Report  (Sandler) 

8.  2014-15  Financial  Audit  Reports  (Lee) 

a)  SFPUC  Presentation 

b)  KPMG  Presentation 

c)  2014-15  Audited  Financial  Report:  Water  Enterprise 

d)  2014-15  Audited  Financial  Report:  Wastewater  Enterprise 


e)  2014-15  Audited  Financial  Report:  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 

9.  BAWSCA  Update  (Sandkulla) 

The  following  matters  before  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  are 
recommended  for  action  as  stated  by  the  General  Manager  and  City  Attorney 
where  applicable. 

Explanatory  documents  provided  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  this  agenda  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission  Secretary, 


525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  13th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  Telephone:  (415) 
554-3165,  Fax:  (415)  554-3424. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 


10.  All  matters  listed  hereunder  constitute  a Consent  Calendar,  are  considered  to  be 

routine  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  will  be  acted  upon  by.  "J 
a single  vote  of  the  Commission.  There  will  be  no  separate  discussion  of  these 
items  unless  a member  of  the  Commission  or  the  public  so  requests,  in  which  event 
the  matter  will  be  removed  from  the  Calendar  and  considered  as  a separate  item. 

a)  Approve  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  for  the  proposed  Recology  •> 

Modernization  and  Expansion  Project,  pursuant  to  the  State  of  California  Water 
150246  Code  Section  1 091 0 et  seq.,  and  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  > . 
Section  21151 .9,  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15155.  (Ritchie) 


b) 


150247 


Approve  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  for  the  proposed  950-974  Market  Street 
Project,  pursuant  to  the  State  of  California  Water  Code  Section  10910  et  seq.  and 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Section  21 151 .9  and  CEQA  Guidelines 
Section  15155.  (Ritchie) 


c)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-109,  Specialized 
Engineering  Services  for  Recycled  Water  Projects,  with  Kennedy  Jenks 
Consultants,  Inc./Bahman  Sheikh  Water  Reuse  Consulting/Water  Resources 
Engineering,  Inc.,  Joint  Venture  (KJ/Sheikh/WRE,  JV),  to  provide  additional 
engineering  services  in  support  of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  and 
15024  8authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment  increasing  the 
agreement  by  $1,800,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$5,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three  years,  for  a total  agreement 
duration  of  nine  years.  (How) 


d)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-981 , 

Mountain  Tunnel  Access  & Adit  Improvement,  in  the  amount  of  $4,286,500,  to 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shimmick  Construction 
Company,  Inc.,  to  improve  two  adits  and  access  to  the  Mountain  Tunnel,  including-  - 
150249  the  installation  of  new  concrete  adit  plugs,  road  improvements  and  flow  monitoring  ; 
instrumentation.  The  work  is  to  be  performed  in  Tuolumne  County,  California. 

This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to 
Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (How) 


e) 

150260 


Accept  work  performed  by  Mountain  Cascade,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2542, 

Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  5 - Peninsula  Reaches,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$55,422,978,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  840  consecutive  calendar  days 
(two  years  and  four  months).  Full  and  final  payment  to  the  contractor  was  ■ • 

previously  authorized  in  a settlement  of  all  disputes  by  Commission  resolution  No. 
15-0178.  (How) 


f)  Approve  an  increase  to  the  existing  construction  contract  cost  contingency 
in  the  amount  of  $3,666,245,  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
duration  contingency  of  61  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2581 , New  Irvington  Tunnel;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve 
cm  future  contract  modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  of  up  to 
® $269,902,664  and  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1 ,973  consecutive 

rH  calendar  days  (five  years,  five  months),  if  appropriate.  (How) 


g)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  of 
196  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Contact  No.  WD-2596,  Harry  Tracy  Water 
m Treatment  Plant  Long-Term  Improvements  Project;  and  authorize  the  General 
«m  Manager  or  his  designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract,  if 
® appropriate,  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1 ,785  consecutive 
i-i  calendar  days  (approximately  five  years).  (How) 


h) 


ro 

IT5 

CM 

CD 

in 


i) 


in 

CM 

<r> 

in 


j) 

in 

in 

-CM 

O 

in 


CD 

in 

CM 

CD 

in 


k) 


Accept  work  performed  by  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2620,  8-Inch  and  12-inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  and  Pavement 
Renovation  on  Bryant  Street,  9th  Street  and  other  Streets;  Approve 
Modifications  No.  2 and  No.  3 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $146,962,  for 
a total  contract  amount  of  $3,884,127,  and  with  a time  extension  104 
consecutive  days  (approximately  three  months),  for  a total  contract  duration  of 
665  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  one  year,  10  months);  and 
authorize  final  payment,  to  the  contractor.  (How) 

Accept  work  performed  by  SJ  Amoroso  Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No. 
WD-2627R,  Sutro  Reservoir  Rehabilitation  and  Seismic  Upgrade;  Approve 
Modification  No.  23  (Final),  extending  the  contract  duration  by  170 
consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  six  months),  for  a total  duration  of 
1072  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  three  years),  and  with  a total 
contract  amount  of  $27,669,382;  Authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

(How) 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the 
amount  of  $2,700,000,  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration 
contingency  of  270  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately  nine  months), 
for  Contract  No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  Bay  Division  Pipeline  Nos.  3 and  ^ 
4 at  the  Hayward  Fault;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  to 
approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  amount 
for  up  to  $37,152,000,  and  a revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1,299  consecutive 
calendar  days  (approximately  three  years  and  seven  months),  if  appropriate. 

(How) 

Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WD-2661,  As-Needed  Integration  Services,  of  up  to  180 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve 
future  modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to 


150259 


1,681  consecutive  calendar  days  (approximately,  four  years  and  seven  months). 

(How) 

I)  Accept  work  performed  by  Azul  Works,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2670A, 
Cathodic  Protection  for  30-inch,  36-  inch,  42-  inch,  & 48-  inch  Steel  Pipe 
Transmission  Main  of  University  Mound  System;  Approve  Modification  No.  2, 
irs  increasing  the  contract  by  $120,314;  and  Modification  No.  3 (Final), 

cvt  increasing  the  contract  by  $23,595,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $829,370  with 

no  time  extension,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  257  consecutive  calendar  days 
* -H  (approximately  eight  months);  and  authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

(How) 


m)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-607,  Ocean 
Beach  Immediate  Action  Plan  As-Needed,  in  the  amount  of  $1,982,250,  to  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Yerba  Buena  Engineering 

<=>  and  Construction,  Inc.,  to  provide  as-needed  services  to  protect  critical 

^ Wastewater  Enterprise  infrastructure  including  the  Lake  Merced  Tunnel  at  Ocean 

Beach.  The  proposed  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  pursuant  to  Section  ’ 
31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Moala) 

n)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-619,  As- 

Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement  No.  34,  in  the  amount  not-to-exceed 
$7,311,675,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores 
Construction,  Inc.,  to  replace  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping  on  an  as-needed 
basis  at  locations  to  be  determined  throughout  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  The 
proposed  action  is  an  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  Chapter  31  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (How) 

REGULAR  SESSION 


1 1 . Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
0 a five-year  revocable  license  to  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District  for  use  of 

approximately  936  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  109A,  located  adjacent  to  Paseo 
o*  Refugio  and  East  Calaveras  Boulevard  along  lower  Berryessa  Creek  in  Milpitas, 

^ Santa  Clara  County,  to  reconstruct  and  maintain  an  existing  flood  control  levee, 

r-i  and  for  use  of  approximately  4,985  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  109A  located 
adjacent  to  the  Premises  for  reconstruction  staging.  The  License  will  replace  an 
existing  Land  Use  Permit  dated  December  16,  1975.  (Carlin) 


UD 

O 


12.  Approve  Modification  No.  3 to  the  Collection  Agreement  by  and  between  the 
United  States  Forest  Service  and  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 

through  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  regarding  the  acquisition  of 
25.2  acres  of  Forest  Service  land  near  Camp  Mather  in  Tuolumne  County  for  the 
Camp  septic  system;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute 
an  amendment  extending  the  duration  of  the  agreement  up  to  one  year,  for  a 
total  duration  of  four  years  and  nine  months.  The  time  extension  reflects  the  time 
required  for  environmental  review  under  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
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related  to  the  proposed  acquisition.  Environmental  review  under  CEQA  for  the 
possible  acquisition  and  any  subsequently  proposed  activities  on  the  site  will  be 
completed  at  the  time  that  subsequent  action  is  requested.  (Russell) 

13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-918,  Construction 
Management  Services  New  Irvington  Tunnel  (NIT)  Project,  with  Hatch  Mott 
MacDonald,  to  continue  as  the  consultant  construction  manager  for  the  construction 
of  the  NIT;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment 
increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $20,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three  months,  for  a total 
agreement  duration  of  seven  years  three  months,  subject  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18.  (How) 

Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  approve  revisions  to  the 
schedule  of  six  projects  being  delivered  as  part  of  the  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  (WSIP):  (1)  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System;  (2)  San  Antonio 
Backup  Pipeline;  (3)  BDPL  Reliability  Upgrade  - Pipeline  (BDPL  No.  5);  (4)  Seismic 
Upgrade  of  BDPL  Nos.  3 & 4;  (5)  HTWTP  Long-Term  Improvements;  and  (6) 
Vegetation  Restoration  of  WSIP  Construction  Sites;  and  direct  staff  to  send  a 
Notice  of  Change  Report  to  the  California  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the 
California  Seismic  Safety  Commission  in  compliance  with  California  Water  Code 
Section  73502(d)(3)  and  California  Assembly  Bills  1823  and  2437.  (How) 

Adopt  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration,  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Program  and  the  Findings  as  required  by  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  for  the  Sunol  Long  Term  Improvements  Project;  Approve  Project  No. 
CUW27701,  Sunol  Long  Term  Improvements  Project;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  seek  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 
Mayor  and,  if  approved,  to  execute  an  amendment  to  SFPUC’s  lease  to  Mission 
Valley  Rock  Co.  reducing  the  size  of  the  leased  premises.  (Ritchie) 

Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  a revised  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  with  the  General  Services  Agency’s  (GSA)  Office  of 
Contract  Administration  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  GSA’s 
Real  Estate  Division,  establishing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  jurisdictional 
transfer  of  the  property  at  1800  Jerrold  in  San  Francisco  to  the  SFPUC, 
including:  (1)  the  SFPUC’s  payment  of  up  to  $73,700,000,  the  value  determined  by 
the  City’s  Director  of  Property  as  necessary  for  the  functional  replacement  of  the 
existing  use  of  1800  Jerrold  for  the  City’s  Central  Fleet  Maintenance  Shop;  (2)  the 
SFPUC  to  acquire  properties  at  555  Selby  and  1975  Galvez,  and  enter  into  a 10- 
year  lease  at  450  Toland  in  San  Francisco  proposed  for  Central  Shops’  relocation, 
subject  to  GSA’s  right  to  acquire  jurisdiction  over  the  Acquired  Sites  and  control 
over  the  Leased  Site,  and  Central  Shops’  right  use  the  Acquired  Sites  and  the 
Leased  Site  for  its  functions;  and  (3)  other  MOU  terms  and  conditions,  subject  to 
Board  of  Supervisors’  approval  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold, 
consistent  with  the  Revised  MOU,  and  related  approval  actions  necessary  to 
implement  the  Revised  MOU.  The  proposed  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action 
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pursuant  to  Section  31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(Carlin) 

17.  Presentation  and  discussion  of  Final  Risk  Assessment  and  Business  Plan  and 

update  Status  of  Power  Supply  Contract  Negotiations  (Hale) 

18.  Urge  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  (CPUC)  to  reject  Pacific  Gas  & 
Electric  Company’s  (PG&E)  proposed  increase  to  the  Power  Charge  Indifference 

os  Adjustment  (PCIA)  in  Application  15-06-001 , and  support  alternatives  that  will 
^ mitigate  the  impacts  of  proposed  rate  increases  on  CCA  customers;  and  expresses 
^ support  for  the  CPUC’s  re-examination  of  how  the  PCIA  is  calculated  and  applied  to 
l CCA  customers.  (Hale) 


19.  Discussion  regarding  the  CleanPowerSF  business  plan  and  possible  action 
^ regarding  the  adoption  of  CleanPowerSF  Business  Practice  Policies  to  guide 
co  program  design,  implementation  and  on-going  operations,  including  product  . 

content,  rate  setting,  program  phasing,  supply  management,  funding  of  financial 
m reserves,  funding  of  local  projects  and  jobs,  and  program  performance  reporting 
and  metrics.  (Hale) 

20.  Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  regarding  schedules  of  rates 

and  charges,  and  periodic  future  adjustments  in  those  rates  and  charges,  for 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  Power  Enterprise  Phase  One 
of  the  CleanPowerSF  Program  service  within  San  Francisco.  This  action 
constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  program  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant 
to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Sandler) 

21 . Approve  the  form  of  a Standby  Letter  of  Credit  (LOC)  and  associated 

agreements  with  JP  Morgan  Chase  for  a not-to-exceed  principal  amount  of 
$40,000,000  in  support  of  the  CleanPowerSF  Program;  and  Authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  final  terms  of  and  execute  the  LOC.  (Sandler) 

22.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

23.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  will  go  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

0 (Ambrose) 

r—  Unlitiqated  Claim 

^ Linda  Stonestreet  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
ir>  City  Law  No.:  150754/Date  Filed:  February  22,  2013 


25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Ambrose) 

Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
City  Law  Number  1 51 1 39/Date  Filed:  April  21 , 201 5 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.1 5:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1 987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015. 

Case  No.:  ER  15-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 


30.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

31 . Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

(Mueller) 

Existing  Litigation: 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

32.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67.10  (a)  (Carroll) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water 
and  Power  Systems. 

Following  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  will  reconvene  in  Open  Session 

33.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

34.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

35.  Other  new  business 


36.  Adjournment 
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Water  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  Tuesday,  December  8,  2015  - 1 :30  PM  City 
Hall,  Room  400,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  at 
a Regular  Meeting  of  the  SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 
COMMISSION:  Public  Hearing,  discussion  and  possible  action  to  adopt  a 
schedule  of  electric  rates  and  charges  for  customers  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  for  Phase  One  of  the  CleanPowerSF  (Community 
Choice  Aggregation)  Program  for  renewable  power  procurement  within  San 
Francisco.  The  detailed  agenda  and  related  files  will  be  available  at  least  72 
hours  before  the  scheduled  meetings  at  the  SFPUC  website  www.sfwater.org. 
or  by  calling  (415)  554-3165. 
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CANCELLATION  NOTICE 


The  Regular  meeting  of  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Tuesday,  December  22,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


HAS  BEEN  CANCELLED 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 

Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.sfwater.org 
Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?viewJd=22 
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MAYOR 

MINUTES 

Tuesday,  December  8,  2015 


(As  approved  on  January  8,  2016) 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Commissioners 

Francesca  Vietor,  President 
Anson  Moran,  Vice  President 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Vince  Courtney 
Ike  Kwon 


Harlan  L.  Kelly,  Jr. 

General  Manager 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site: 

www.sfwater.org 

Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 

http://sanfrancisco.aranicus.com/ViewPublisher.php7view  id=22 


Donna  Hood 

Secretary 


President  Vietor  welcomed  Mr.  Anthony  Valdez,  Secretary  for  the  Environment 
Commission,  who  was  in  attendance  to  observe  the  meeting. 

1.  Call  to  Order 

President  Vietor  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  1:37  PM. 

2.  Roll  Call 

Present:  Vietor,  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

3.  Approval  of  the  Minutes  of  November  1 0,  201 5 
On  Motion  to  approve  the  Minutes: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

4.  General  Public  Comments 
None. 

5.  Communications 

a)  Advance  Calendar 

b)  Letter  Summary 

c)  Annual  Water  Supply  Development  Report 

d)  Status  of  Large  Development  Projects  in  the  Water  Service  Area 

e)  Water  Resources  Division  Annual  Report 

f)  Water  Supply  Agreement  Update 

Public  Comments 
None. 

6.  Other  Commission  Business 

a)  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  institute  a new  recognition  program  to 

highlight  excellent  performance  and  commitment  to  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  values  by  SFPUC  employees,  teams  of  employees,  contractors, 
consultants  and/or  other  outside  partners.  (Resolution  15-0245) 

Ms.  Juliet  Ellis,  Assistant  General  Manager  (AGM),  External  A ffairs,  introduced 
the  item  and  outlined  the  details  for  the  proposed  recognition  program.  She 
thanked  Commissioner  Courtney  for  his  work  on  the  program  development. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  staff  for  their  work  and  expressed  his 
excitement  for  the  program,  and  for  the  opportunity  to  work  with  others  on  the 
program. 

Vice  President  (VP)  Moran  thanked  staff  and  Commissioner  Courtney  for  their 
work.  He  stated  that,  when  considering  outside  partners/contractors  for 
recognition,  it  is  clear  there  is  no  indication  of  favoritism,  and  that  sensitivity  be 
maintained. 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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On  Motion  to  approve  item  6a: 

Ayes : Vietor,  Moran,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)  Drought  Update 

Mr.  Steve  Ritchie , AGM,  Water,  provided  a drought  update.  He  discussed  current 
reservoir  storage  levels;  Precipitation  levels;  Snowpack;  Upcountry  6-Station 
Precipitation  Index;  Bay  Area  7-Station  Precipitation  Index;  Precipitation 
Forecast;  9-County  Bay  Area  Lowest  Per  Capita  Consumption;  Total  Deliveries; 
and  Total  System  Water  Savings. 

b)  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  (HHWP)  Enterprise  CIP  Quarterly  Reports 

c)  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE)  CIP  Quarterly  Report 

Ms.  Kathy  How,  AGM,  Infrastructure,  discussed  the  HHWP  and  WWE  quarterly 
reports.  For  HHWP  and  joint  projects,  she  indicated  there  are  schedule  delays  in 
the  Lower  Cherry  Aqueduct.  She  noted  that  two  projects:  other  powerhouse 
projects,  and  Cherry  Dam  Outlet  works  rehab,  have  cost  increases. 

With  regard  to  Power  projects,  AGM  How  stated  that  the  three  projects  are 
showing  scheduling  delays:  Civic  Center  Sustainable  District  Program 
(efficiency),  noting  work  is  dependent  on  other  departments;  Load  Meter 
Program;  and  Load  Meter  Monitoring. 

Regarding  WWE  programs,  she  stated  there  is  a delay  with  the  Oceanside  Plant 
Solids  Handling. 

AGM  How  responded  to  a question  from  President  Vietor  regarding  the  delay 
with  the  Civic  Center  Sustainable  District  Program.  AGM  Hale  and  GM  Kelly 
provided  additional  response.  President  Vietor  requested  that  staff  reach  out  to 
departments  and  provide  a timeline  on  when  the  Project  will  be  completed. 

Rates  Policy  Progress  Report 

Mr.  Eric  Sandler,  CFO  and  AGM  Business  Services,  provided  an  update  on  the 
progress  of  the  Rates  Policy.  He  reviewed  the  establishment  of  the  Rates  Policy; 
Policy  Principles  (affordability;  compliance;  sufficiency;  and  transparency);  Rates 
Policy  Progress.  He  discussed  future  considerations  and  suggested  revising  the 
Policy  to  address  revenue  variability  issue. 

VP  Moran  thanked  CFO  Sandler  for  his  presentation.  AGM  Sandler  responded  to 
a question  from  VP  Moran  regarding  the  SFPUC’s  best  and  prurient  practices  for 
funding  R & R&R  costs.  VP  Moran  encouraged  AGM  Sandler  to  present 
amendments  to  policies  as  needed  to  ensure  best  practices  and  policy  testing. 
Brief  discussion  ensued. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

Commissioner  Caen  arrived  at  2:10  PM. 
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8.  2014-15  Financial  Audit  Reports 

a)  SFPUC  Presentation 

Ms.  Frances  Lee,  Deputy  CFO,  presented  the  FY  2014-15  Audited  Financial 
Statements.  She  indicated  that  KPMG  found  that  the  three  enterprises  had 
continued  clean  financial  statements.  She  reviewed  financial  accomplishments 
and  awards. 

b)  KPMG  Presentation 

Ms.  Jamie  Clark,  Senior  Auditor,  KPMG,  presented  the  2015  audit  results.  She 
reviewed  auditor  required  communications:  Responsibility  under  Generally 
Accepted  Auditing  Standards  and  Government  Auditing  Standards;  Reports 
issued;  Independence;  Significant  accounting  policies;  Management  judgments 
and  accounting  estimates;  Audit  adjustments;  No  disagreements  or  difficulties 
with  management;  No  consultation  with  other  accountants;  No  major  issues 
discussed  with  management  prior  to  retention;  and  material  written 
communications. 

c)  2014-15  Audited  Financial  Report:  Water  Enterprise 

d)  2014-15  Audited  Financial  Report:  Wastewater  Enterprise 

e)  2014-15  Audited  Financial  Report:  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 

Public  Comments 
None. 

9.  BAWSCA  Update 

Mr.  Michael  Hurley,  BAWSCA,  provided  an  update  on  the  wholesale  customer 
consen/ation  efforts:  BAWSCA  agencies  achieved  over  29  percent  savings  through 
October;  19  BAWSCA  agencies  have  achieved  their  9-month  target;  BAWSCA 
agencies  have  achieved  124  percent  of  total  savings  target;  and  that  they  are 
continuing  drought  response  efforts. 

Public  Comments 
None. 

10.  Consent  Calendar 

a)  Approve  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  for  the  proposed  Recoloqy  Modernization 
and  Expansion  Project,  pursuant  to  the  State  of  California  Water  Code  Section 
10910  etseg.,  and  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  Section  21151.9, 
and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15155.  (Resolution  15-0246) 

b)  Approve  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  for  the  proposed  950-974  Market  Street 
Project,  pursuant  to  the  State  of  California  Water  Code  Section  10910  etseg.  and 
CEQA  Section  21151.9  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  151 55.  (Resolution  15- 

0247) 

c)  Approve  Amendment  No.  1 to  Agreement  No.  CS-109,  Specialized  Engineering 
Services  for  Recycled  Water  Projects,  with  Kennedy  Jenks  Consultants, 
Inc./Bahman  Sheikh  Water  Reuse  Consultinq/Water  Resources  Engineering,  Inc., 
Joint  Venture  (KJ/SheikhA/VRE,  JV),  to  provide  additional  engineering  services  in 
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support  of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  execute  this  amendment  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1 ,800,000,  for 
a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $5,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension 
of  three  years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years.  (Resolution  15-0248) 

d)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  HH-981,  Mountain 
Tunnel  Access  & Adit  Improvement,  in  the  amount  of  $4,286,500,  to  the  lowest, 
Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Shimmick  Construction  Company, 
Inc.,  to  improve  two  adits  and  access  to  the  Mountain  Tunnel,  including  the 
installation  of  new  concrete  adit  plugs,  road  improvements  and  flow  monitoring 
instrumentation.  The  work  is  to  be  performed  in  Tuolumne  County,  California. 

This  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to 
Section  31.04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-0249) 

e)  Accept  work  performed  by  Mountain  Cascade,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2542, 
Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  5 - Peninsula  Reaches,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$55,422,978,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  840  consecutive  calendar  days. 
Full  and  final  payment  to  the  contractor  was  previously  authorized  in  a settlement 
of  all  disputes  by  Commission  resolution  No.  15-0178.  (Resolution  15-0250) 

f)  Approve  an  increase  to  the  existing  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the 
amount  of  $3,666,245,  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration 
contingency  of  61  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2581 , New 
Irvington  Tunnel;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve  future  contract 
modifications  for  a total  revised  contract  amount  of  up  to  $269,902,664  and  a total 
revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1 ,973  consecutive  calendar  days,  if  appropriate. 
(Resolution  15-0251) 

g)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  of  196 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  Contact  No.  WD-2596,  Harry  Tracy  Water 
Treatment  Plant  Long-Term  Improvements  Project;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  or  his  designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract,  if 
appropriate,  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1 ,785  consecutive 
calendar  days.  (Resolution  15-0252) 

h)  Accept  work  performed  by  M Sguared  Construction,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD- 
2620,  8-Inch  and  12-inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  and  Pavement 
Renovation  on  Bn/ant  Street,  9th  Street  and  other  Streets;  Approve  Modifications 
No.  2 and  No.  3 (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $146,962,  for  a total  contract 
amount  of  $3,884,127,  and  with  a time  extension  104  consecutive  days,  for  a total 
contract  duration  of  665  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment, 
to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0253) 

i)  Accept  work  performed  by  SJ  Amoroso  Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  for  Contract  No. 
WD-2627R,  Sutro  Reservoir  Rehabilitation  and  Seismic  Upgrade;  Approve 
Modification  No.  23  (Final),  extending  the  contract  duration  by  170  consecutive 
calendar  days,  for  a total  duration  of  1072  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  with  a 


SFPUC  Minutes 
December  8,  2015 


Page  5 


total  contract  amount  of  $27,669,382;  Authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

(Resolution  15-0254) 

j)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount 
of  $2,700,000,  and  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract  duration  contingency  of 
270  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of 
Bay  Division  Pipeline  Nos.  3 and  4 at  the  Hayward  Fault;  and  authorize  the 
General  Manager  or  his  designee  to  approve  future  modifications  to  the  contract 
for  a total  revised  contract  amount  for  up  to  $37,152,000,  and  a revised  contract 
duration  of  up  to  1 ,299  consecutive  calendar  days,  if  appropriate.  (Resolution  15- 
0255) 

k)  Approve  an  increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  for 
Contract  No.  WD-2661,  As-Needed  Integration  Services,  of  up  to  180  consecutive 
calendar  days:  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  approve  future 
modifications  to  the  contract  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1 ,681 
consecutive  calendar  days.  (Resolution  15-0256) 

l)  Accept  work  performed  by  Azul  Works.  Inc.,  for  Contract  No.  WD-2670A, 

Cathodic  Protection  for  30-inch,  36-  inch,  42-  inch,  & 48-  inch  Steel  Pipe 
Transmission  Main  of  University  Mound  System;  Approve  Modification  No.  2, 
increasing  the  contract  by  $120,314;  and  Modification  No.  3 (Final),  increasing  the 
contract  by  $23,595,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $829,370  with  no  time 
extension,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  257  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorize  final  payment  to  the  contractor.  (Resolution  15-0257) 

m)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-607,  Ocean 
Beach  Immediate  Action  Plan  As-Needed,  in  the  amount  of  $1 ,982,250,  to  the 
lowest,  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Yerba  Buena  Engineering 
and  Construction,  Inc.,  to  provide  as-needed  services  to  protect  critical 
Wastewater  Enterprise  infrastructure  including  the  Lake  Merced  Tunnel  at  Ocean 
Beach.  The  proposed  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  pursuant  to  Section 
31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-0258) 

n)  Approve  the  plans  and  specifications,  and  award  Contract  No.  WW-619,  As- 
Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement  No.  34,  in  the  amount  not-to-exceed 

$7,31 1 ,675,  to  the  lowest.  Qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores 
Construction,  Inc.,  to  replace  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping  on  an  as-needed 
basis  at  locations  to  be  determined  throughout  the  City  of  San  Francisco.  The 
proposed  action  is  an  Approval  Action  as  defined  in  Chapter  31  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-0259) 

On  Motion  to  approve  Consent  Items  10a  through  lOn: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 
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1 1 . Approve  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  a 
five-year  revocable  license  to  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District  for  use  of 
approximately  936  square  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  109A,  located  adjacent  to  Paseo 
Refugio  and  East  Calaveras  Boulevard  along  lower  Berryessa  Creek  in  Milpitas, 
Santa  Clara  County,  to  reconstruct  and  maintain  an  existing  flood  control  levee, 
and  for  use  of  approximately  4,985  sguare  feet  of  SFPUC  Parcel  109A  located 
adjacent  to  the  Premises  for  reconstruction  staging.  The  License  will  replace  an 
existing  Land  Use  Permit  dated  December  16,  1975.  (Resolution  15-0260) 

Deputy  General  Manager  (DGM)  Michael  Carlin  introduced  the  item  and  requested 
approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  1 1: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

12.  Approve  Modification  No.  3 to  the  Collection  Agreement  by  and  between  the  United 
States  Forest  Service  and  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  regarding  the  acguisition  of  25.2  acres  of 
Forest  Service  land  near  Camp  Mather  in  Tuolumne  County  for  the  Camp  septic 
system;  and  authorize  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  an 
amendment  extending  the  duration  of  the  agreement  up  to  one  year,  for  a total 
duration  of  four  years  and  nine  months.  The  time  extension  reflects  the  time 
reguired  for  environmental  review  under  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
related  to  the  proposed  acguisition.  Environmental  review  under  CEQA  for  the 
possible  acguisition  and  any  subseguently  proposed  activities  on  the  site  will  be 
completed  at  the  time  that  subseguent  action  is  reguested.  (Resolution  15-0261) 
DGM  Carlin  introduced  the  item  and  requested  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  12: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

13.  Approve  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement  No.  CS-918,  Construction  Management 
Services  New  Irvington  Tunnel  (NIT)  Project,  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald,  to 
continue  as  the  consultant  construction  manager  for  the  construction  of  the  NIT ; 
and  authorize  the  General  Manager  to  execute  this  amendment  increasing  the 
agreement  by  $1 ,000,000,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  of 
$20,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three  months,  for  a total  agreement 
duration  of  seven  years  three  months,  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval 
pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18.  (Resolution  15-0262) 

Mr.  Dan  Wade,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  Director  introduced  the  item 
and  requested  approval. 
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On  Motion  to  approve  item  13: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

14.  Public  Hearing:  Discussion  and  possible  action  to  approve  revisions  to  the  schedule 
of  six  projects  being  delivered  as  part  of  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program 
(WSIP):  (1)  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System;  (2)  San  Antonio  Backup  Pipeline;  (3) 
BDPL  Reliability  Upgrade  - Pipeline  (BDPL  No.  5);  (4)  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL 
Nos.  3 & 4;  (5)  HTWTP  Long-Term  Improvements;  and  (6)  Vegetation  Restoration 
of  WSIP  Construction  Sites;  and  direct  staff  to  send  a Notice  of  Change  Report  to 
the  California  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the  California  Seismic  Safety 
Commission  in  compliance  with  California  Water  Code  Section  73502(d)(3)  and 
California  Assembly  Bills  1823  and  2437.  (Resolution  15-0263) 

Mr.  Wade  introduced  the  item,  noted  the  required  notice  has  been  sent,  and 
requested  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  14: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  Michael  Hurley  BA  WSCA  noted  a letter  in  support  of  the  item  was  provided  to 
the  Commission. 

15.  Adopt  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration,  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and 
Reporting  Program  and  the  Findings  as  required  by  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  for  the  Sunol  Long  Term  Improvements  Project;  Approve  Project  No. 
CUW27701 , Sunol  Long  Term  Improvements  Project;  and  authorize  the  General 
Manager  to  negotiate  and  seek  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 
Mayor  and,  if  approved,  to  execute  an  amendment  to  SFPUC’s  lease  to  Mission 
Valley  Rock  Co.  reducing  the  size  of  the  leased  premises.  (Resolution  15-0264) 
AGM  Ritchie  introduced  the  item  and  requested  approval. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  15: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

16.  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  a revised  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  with  the  General  Services  Agency’s  (GSA)  Office  of  Contract 
Administration  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  GSA’s  Real  Estate 
Division,  establishing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  the 
property  at  1800  Jerrold  in  San  Francisco  to  the  SFPUC,  including:  (1)  the 
SFPUC’s  payment  of  up  to  $73,700,000,  the  value  determined  by  the  City’s  Director 
of  Property  as  necessary  for  the  functional  replacement  of  the  existing  use  of  1 800 
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Jerrold  for  the  City’s  Central  Fleet  Maintenance  Shop;  (2)  the  SFPUC  to  acquire 
properties  at  555  Selby  and  1975  Galvez,  and  enter  into  a 10-vear  lease  at  450 
Toland  in  San  Francisco  proposed  for  Central  Shops’  relocation,  subject  to  GSA’s 
right  to  acquire  jurisdiction  over  the  Acquired  Sites  and  control  over  the  Leased 
Site,  and  Central  Shops’  right  use  the  Acquired  Sites  and  the  Leased  Site  for  its 
functions;  and  (3)  other  MOU  terms  and  conditions,  subject  to  Board  of  Supervisors’ 
approval  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold,  consistent  with  the  Revised 
MOU,  and  related  approval  actions  necessary  to  implement  the  Revised  MOU.  The 
proposed  action  constitutes  the  Approval  Action  pursuant  to  Section  31 .04(h)  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-0265) 

DGM  Carlin  introduced  the  item  and  explained  the  need  for  the  amendment. 

On  Motion  to  approve  item  16: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 
None. 

The  Commission  Secretary  read  items  17  through  21  together. 

17.  Presentation  and  discussion  of  Final  Risk  Assessment  and  Business  Plan  and 
update  Status  of  Power  Supply  Contract  Negotiations. 

18.  Urge  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  (CPUC)  to  reject  Pacific  Gas  & 
Electric  Company’s  (PG&E)  proposed  increase  to  the  Power  Charge  Indifference 
Adjustment  (PCIA)  in  Application  15-06-001 , and  support  alternatives  that  will 
mitigate  the  impacts  of  proposed  rate  increases  on  CCA  customers;  and  expresses 
support  for  the  CPUC’s  re-examination  of  how  the  PCIA  is  calculated  and  applied  to 
CCA  customers.  (Resolution  15-0266) 

19.  Discussion  regarding  the  CleanPowerSF  business  plan  and  possible  action 
regarding  the  adoption  of  CleanPowerSF  Business  Practice  Policies  to  guide 
program  design,  implementation  and  on-going  operations,  including  product 
content,  rate  setting,  program  phasing,  supply  management,  funding  of  financial 
reserves,  funding  of  local  projects  and  jobs,  and  program  performance  reporting 
and  metrics.  (Resolution  15-0267) 

20.  Public  Hearing;  Discussion  and  possible  action  regarding  schedules  of  rates  and 
charges,  and  periodic  future  adjustments  in  those  rates  and  charges,  for  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  Power  Enterprise  Phase  One  of  the 
CleanPowerSF  Program  service  within  San  Francisco.  This  action  constitutes  the 
Approval  Action  for  the  program  for  the  purposes  of  CEQA,  pursuant  to  Section 
31 .04(h)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  (Resolution  15-0268) 

21.  Approve  the  form  of  a Standby  Letter  of  Credit  (LOC)  and  associated  agreements 
with  JP  Morgan  Chase  for  a not-to-exceed  principal  amount  of  $40,000,000  in 
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support  of  the  CleanPowerSF  Program;  and  Authorize  the  General  Manager  to 
negotiate  final  terms  of  and  execute  the  LQC.  (Resolution  15-0269) 

General  Manager  (GM)  Harlan  Kelly,  Jr.,  briefly  outlined  the  items  17  through  21, 
and  introduced  Ms.  Barbara  Hale,  AGM  Power. 

AGM  Hale  began  by  discussing  CleanPowerSF  Goals  and  objectives,  stating  they 
have  not  changed.  She  offered  new  information  regarding  (1)  PG&E’s  revised  “Exit 
Fee”,  or  PC  I A request  at  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  (CPUC);  (2) 
SFPUC’s  requested  $4M  additional  working  capital  loan;  and  (3)  SFPUC’s 
requested  supply  price  refresh. 

AGM  Hale  responded  to  a question  from  President  Vietor  regarding  the  PC  I A and 
actions  being  taken  by  other  interested  parties.  She  provided  clarification  on  the 
$4M  capital  loan. 

Ms.  Hale  responded  to  a follow-up  question  from  Commissioners  Caen  and  Kwon. 

AGM  Hale  reviewed  base  case  sources,  uses  and  reserve  balances,  and  the 
sensitivity  analysis  with  and  without  the  PC  I A.  She  discussed  the  risk  analysis 
(revenue  and  expense). 

AGM  Hale  presented  adjusted  business  practice  recommendations:  Rate  Setting 
Policy  change;  Phasing  Policy  Change;  and  Reserves  Policy  Change. 

Commissioner  Moran  provided  thoughts  on  the  need  to  maintain  separate 
operations  between  Hetch  Hetchy  and  CleanPowerSF;  Letter  of  Credit;  GoSolar 
Program  customers;  and  funding  after  roll-out.  GM  Kelly  provided  response  on  the 
GoSolar  Program.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 

AGM  Hale  provided  a contract  negotiation  update,  indicating  that  negotiations  with 
the  pool  of  bidders  continue.  AGM  Hale  concluded  by  reviewing  the  milestone 
schedule. 

AGM  Sandler  reviewed  the  revised  Not-to-Exceed  Rates  and  Charges.  He  began 
by  discussing  the  CleanPowerSF  Not-to-Exceed  rate  methodology;  PG&E  electric 
charges;  and  PG&E  pass-through  charges.  He  summarized  prior  CleanPowerSF 
rate  actions;  CleanPowerSF  rate-setting.  Brief  discussion  ensued  on  methodology. 

AGM  Sandler  reviewed  estimated  annual  sources  and  uses  of  funds  at  both  0.5 
percent  and  0.25  percent  rate  discounts.  Mr.  Sandler  read  proposed  amendments 
to  the  resolution  for  item  19,  to  set  rates  at  0.25  percent  below  PG&E  rates.  He 
discussed  proposed  CleanPowerSF  Not-to-Exceed  rates  and  the  SuperGreen  “opt- 
up”  product  rates  for  residential  and  small  commercial  customers.  Mr.  Sandler 
provided  a comparison  of  a CleanPowerSF  and  PG&E  customer  bills. 

President  Moran  provided  thoughts  on  the  rate.  Brief  discussion  ensued. 
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AGM  Sandler  presented  CleanPowerSF  Program  Terms  (termination  fees). 

Mr.  Sandler  concluded  by  reviewing  actions  requested  of  the  commission:  (1) 
approve  initial  rates  based  on  current  PG&E  rates;  (2)  Authorize  adjustments  based 
on  January  PG&E  rates;  and  (3)  Approve  methodology  for  future  annual  rate 
adjustments.  He  reviewed  next  steps. 

VP  Moran  asked  for  clarification  on  the  rate-setting  action  being  asked  of  the 
Commission,  which  Deputy  City  Attorney  Noreen  Ambrose  provided.  She  indicated 
the  Commission  will  set  initial  rates,  January  adjustments,  and  subsequent  CPI 
adjustments.  Brief  discussion  ensued  on  the  target  rate  percent. 

AGM  Sandler  responded  to  a question  from  President  Vietor  on  repayment  of  the 
Hetchy  loan. 

AGM  Sandler  continued  with  a presentation  on  the  Line  of  Credit  (LOC),  beginning 
with  a discussion  of  why  the  LOC  is  needed.  He  discussed  the  LOC  terms; 
Draw/Repayment  Terms;  Forms  of  Documents  (Reimbursement  Agreement  and 
Fee  Agreement). 

Mr.  Sandler  discussed  the  (no  mitigation)  draw  scenario  and  reviewed  early- 
termination  payments  that  may  be  due  upon  early-termination. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Ambrose  provided  clarification  on  an  earlier  question  and 
stated  that  the  Commission  must  specify  the  criteria  regarding  the  GM’s  ability  to 
set  the  rate. 

AGM  Hale  stated  that  a summary  of  proposed  Phasing  Policy,  and  Reserves  Policy 
changes  were  made  to  item  19  and  were  provided  to  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 

President  Vietor  stated  that  since  items  17  through  21  were  called  together, 
speakers  would  not  be  limited  to  three  minutes  of  public  comment. 

VP  Moran  offered  amendments  to  item  19  to  add  a resolved  clause  to  limit  the 
GoSolar  Program  to  CleanPowerSF  customers.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Ambrose 
stated  that  since  GoSolar  was  not  on  the  agenda,  he  could  direct  the  GM  to  do  that. 
However,  she  stated  he  could  bring  the  item  back  for  subsequent  action  to  change 
the  GoSolar  Program  conditions. 

VP  Moran  withdrew  his  amendment  and  requested  that  the  GM  look  at  the  limiting 
GoSolar  to  CleanPowerSF  customers  and  bring  the  item  back  to  the  Commission 
for  consideration. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Ambrose  stated  that  the  amendments  to  items  19  and  20  were 
presented  to  the  Commission.  President  Vietor  confirmed. 
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On  Motion  to  approve  items  17  through  21: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

Public  Comments 

• Mr.  David  McCoard,  Sierra  Club,  encouraged  passage  of  the  CleanPowerSF 
Program.  He  discussed  PG&E’s  PCIA  application. 

• Ms.  Ann  (inaudible)  expressed  her  support  for  the  program,  stating  the  Program 
will  work. 

• Mr.  Jed  Holtzman,  350  SF,  thanked  staff  for  their  work.  He  addressed  the  PCIA 
charge;  discussed  financial  issues;  PG&E  actions;  LOC;  and  he  encouraged 
passage. 

• Mr.  Eric  Brook  addressed  GoSolarSF;  Financial  viability  of  the  Program;  PCIA; 
Exit  Fee  Charge;  Expressed  concern  with  the  proposed  start  of  the  build-out;  and 
the  need  to  increase  General  Fund  rates. 

• Mr.  Jason  Fried,  LAFCo,  thanked  staff  for  their  presentation,  and  requested 
Commission  support.  He  discussed  the  PCIA;  GoSolarSF;  Retail  customers; 

• Karen  Babbitt,  Sierra  Club,  expressed  support  for  the  program  and  encouraged 
passage.  She  thanked  staff  for  their  work. 

Commissioner  Courtney  thanked  the  public  for  their  comments. 

President  Vietor  offered  thoughts  on  the  Program  and  the  forthcoming  Commission 
Action. 

22.  Public  Comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

None. 

23.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters  listed 
below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 
The  Commission  entered  Closed  Session  at  4:44  PM. 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Unlitiqated  Claim 

Linda  Stonestreet  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Law  No.:  150754/Date  Filed:  February  22,  2013 
(Resolution  15-0270) 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Restore  Hetch  Hetchy  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tuolumne  County  Superior  Court,  Case  No.:  CV-59426 
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City  Law  Number  151 1 39/Date  Filed:  April  21 , 2015 


26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Case  No.:  ELI  5-3-000/Date  Filed:  October  10,  2014 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  the  1987  CCSF 
Interconnection  Agreement  - PG&E  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  1 14  to  be  effective 
June  30,  2015- 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-702-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

28.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Tariff  Withdrawal  per  35.15:  Notice  of  Termination  of  The  CCSF  Facilities  Charge 
Agreement  for  Moscone  to  be  effective  June  30,  2015- 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-703-000/Date  Filed  December  23,  2014 

29.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)(1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Transmission  Owner  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1 , 2015 
Case  No.:  EFI1 5-705-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

30.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 

54956.9  (d)  (1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 
Existing  Litigation 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

§205(d)  rate  filing  per  35.13  (a)(2)(iii):  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Wholesale 
Distribution  Tariff  Replacement  Agreements  to  be  effective  July  1, 2015 
Case  No.:  ER1 5-704-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 
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31.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9  (d)(1)  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10  (d)  (1) 

Existing  Litigation 

Pacific  Gas  & Electric 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Facilities  Charge  Agreements  between  PG&E  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Case  No.:  ER1 5-735-000/Date  Filed:  December  23,  2014 

32.  Threat  to  Public  Services  or  Facilities  - Pursuant  to  California  Government  Code 
Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  67,10  (a) 

Consultation  with  Agency  Chief  of  Security  concerning  security  of  SFPUC  Water  and 
Power  Systems. 

The  Commission  exited  Closed  Session  at  4:5 1 PM. 

33.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Vietor  announced  that  a settlement  was  reached  on  item  24,  and  that  no 
other  action  was  taken. 

34.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

On  Motion  to  assert: 

Ayes:  Vietor,  Moran,  Caen,  Courtney  and  Kwon 

35.  Other  new  business 

President  Vietor  clarified  that  item  20  version  2 was  voted  on,  providing  for  a 0.25 
discount. 

36.  Adjournment 

President  Vietor  adjourned  the  meeting  at  4:53  PM. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0245 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  values  the  hard 
work  of  its  employees  and  external  partners  to  support  the  mission  and  values  of  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  benefits  of  employee  recognition  programs  are  well-documented  and 
include  increased  productivity,  retention,  loyalty,  morale  and  motivation;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  recognizes  that  in  today's  work  environment,  partnerships  are  a 
critical  part  of  accomplishing  our  mission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  O'Shaughnessy  Awards,  an  internal  staff  recognition  program,  has  been 
inactive  for  a number  of  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  a set  of  core  values  that  include:  Service,  Excellence, 
Inclusiveness  and  Stewardship;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  would  like  to  recognize  and  celebrate  outstanding  members  of 
the  SFPUC  community  that  embody  the  values  of  the  SPFUC  with  a formal  award  and  an  annual 
ceremony;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  are  working  to  develop  timeline,  criteria  and  selection  process 
for  a new  recognition  program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  to  institute  a new  recognition  program  to  highlight  excellent  performance  and 
commitment  to  SFPUC  values  by  SFPUC  employees,  teams  of  employees,  contractors, 
consultants  and/or  other  outside  partners;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  shall  announce  and  host  a recognition  event 
on  an  annual  basis. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0246 


WHEREAS,  Under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  and  State  Water 
Code  (Section  10910(g)(1)),  the  SFPUC  is  required  to  prepare  and  approve  a Water  Supply 
Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  Recology  Modernization  and  Expansion  Project’s  cumulative  water 
demands;  and 

WHEREAS,  A WSA  is  an  informational  document  that  assesses  the  adequacy  of  water 
supplies  to  serve  a project  and  is  required  to  be  prepared  as  part  of  the  CEQA  environmental 
review  process;  and 

WHEREAS,  As  an  informational  document,  the  WSA  will  be  included  as  data  in  the 
CEQA  document  to  be  prepared  by  the  City  of  Brisbane,  the  CEQA  lead  agency,  and  approval  of 
the  WSA  is  not  an  approval  of  the  Recology  Modernization  and  Expansion  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  A WSA  must  be  approved  at  a public  meeting  by  the  governing  body  of  the 
public  water  supplier  that  would  serve  the  project;  and 

WHEREAS;  The  SFPUC  staff  prepared  a WSA  for  the  Recology  Modernization  and 
Expansion  Project,  which  concluded  that  the  SFPUC  has  adequate  water  supplies  to  meet  the 
Project’s  water  demands  through  2035;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  approves  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  for  the  Recology 
Modernization  and  Expansion  Project,  pursuant  to  the  State  of  California  Water  Code  10910(g). 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0247 


WHEREAS,  Under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  and  State  Water 
Code  (Section  10910(g)(1)),  the  SFPUC  is  required  to  prepare  and  approve  a Water  Supply 
Assessment  (WSA)  for  the  950-974  Market  Street  Project's  cumulative  water  demands;  and 

WHEREAS,  A WSA  is  an  informational  document  that  assesses  the  adequacy  of  water 
supplies  to  serve  a project  and  is  required  to  be  prepared  as  part  of  the  CEQA  environmental 
review  process;  and 

WHEREAS,  As  an  informational  document,  approval  of  the  WSA  is  not  a project  under 
CEQA  and  is  not  an  approval  of  the  950-974  Market  Street  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  A WSA  must  be  approved  at  a public  meeting  by  the  governing  body  of  the 
public  water  supplier  that  would  serve  the  project;  and 

WHEREAS;  The  SFPUC  staff  prepared  a WSA  for  the  950-974  Market  Street  Project, 
which  concluded  that  the  SFPUC  has  adequate  water  supplies  to  meet  the  Project’s  water 
demands  through  2035;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  Commission  approves  the  Water  Supply  Assessment  for  the  950-974 
Market  Street  Project,  pursuant  to  the  State  of  California  Water  Code  10910(g). 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0248 


WHEREAS,  On  October  26,  2010,  pursuant  to  Resolution  No.  10-0177,  this  Commission 
awarded  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)-funded  Agreement  No. 
CS-109,  Specialized  Engineering  Services  for  Recycled  Water  Projects,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a professional  services  agreement,  in  the  amount  of  $3,700,000  and  with  a term  of  six 
years,  with  Kennedy  Jenks  Consultants,  Inc./Bahman  Sheikh  Water  Reuse  Consulting/Water 
Resources  Engineering,  Inc.  Joint  Venture  (KJ/Sheikh/WRE,  JV);  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 is  being  requested  for  $1,800,000,  with  a time  extension 
of  three  years,  increasing  the  total  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $5,500,000  and  the  total 
agreement  duration  to  nine  years,  in  order  to  provide  additional  engineering  services  in  support 
of  the  implementation  of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub  consulting  goal  of  14%  Local 
Business  Enterprise  participation  (of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided)  has  been 
established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW302-01  - San 
Francisco  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1 to  Water 
Enterprise,  WSIP-funded  Agreement  No.  CS-109,  Specialized  Engineering  Services  for 
Recycled  Water  Projects,  with  KJ/Sheikh/WRE,  JV,  to  provide  additional  engineering  services  in 
support  of  the  implementation  of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Project,  and  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by 
$1,800,000,  for  a total  agreement  amount  of  $5,500,000,  and  with  a time  extension  of  three 
years,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  nine  years. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


A 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0249 


WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  & Power  funded  Contract  No.  HH-981,  Mountain 
Tunnel  Access  & Adit  Improvement  was  advertised  on  September  18,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $4,500,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$5,000,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  improve  two  adits  and  access  to  the  Mountain 
Tunnel,  including  installation  of  new  concrete  adit  plugs,  road  improvements  and  flow 
monitoring  instrumentation.  The  work  is  to  be  performed  in  Tuolumne  County,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  439  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  21,  2015  the  Planning  Department  determined  that  the  proposed 
project  is  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  under 
CEQA  Section  15301,  Class  (Existing  Facilities,  Class  1);  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  (2)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  November  5,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  reviewed  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  and  this  review  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Shimmick 
Construction  Company,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
8%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE  participation  of  17.38%  with  its  bid 
submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City’s  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUH-102.19,  Mountain  Tunnel 
Access  & Adit  Improvement;  now;  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  Hetchy  System  Improvement  Program  -funded  Contract  No.  HH-981,  Mountain  Tunnel 
Access  & Adit  Improvement,  in  the  amount  of  $4,286,500.  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible 
and  responsive  bidder,  Shimmick  Construction  Company,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


/ 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0250 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2542,  Bay  Division  Pipeline  (BDPL)  No.  5 - 
Peninsula  Reaches,  by  the  contractor.  Mountain  Cascade,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  8,  2009,  by  Resolution  No.  09-0204,  this  Commission 
awarded  Contract  No.  WD-2542,  Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  5 - Peninsula  Reaches,  in  the 
amount  of  $52,183,400.00,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Mountain 
Cascade,  Inc;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice  to  Proceed  date  was  set  for  March  10, 
2010,  with  an  original  schedule  of  764  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  840  consecutive  calendar  days  on  June  26,  2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1-36  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $5,014,306  to  address 
various  additional  structural,  civil,  permit  and  restoration  work,  including  street  paving  changes, 
additional  utilities  support  work  as  well  as  to  reconcile  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price 
and  allowance  bid  items  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $57,197,706;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  adjusted  on  June  18,  2013,  to  address  back  charges  and 
credits  from  the  contractor  to  account  for  deficient  work  and  added  costs  incurred  by  the  City, 
for  a total  deduction  of  $2,079,029.41,  decreasing  the  total  contract  amount  to  $55,1 18,676.86; 
and 

WHEREAS,  A settlement  was  reached  with  the  Contractor,  and  approved  by  this 
Commission  and  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Ordinance  No.  0179-15)  effective  on  October  16, 
2015,  in  which  a retention  amount  of  $304,301.18  was  released  to  the  contractor  for  a final 
contract  amount  of  $55,442,978.04.  In  addition,  the  settlement  included  the  amount  of 
$2,884,964.34,  which  was  paid  to  the  contractor  outside  of  the  contract  to  settle  all  outstanding 
contractual  disputes;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  9,  2010,  by  Resolution  No.  10-0196,  this  Commission 
approved  an  additional  contingency  amount  of  $8,871,178  to  increase  the  total  contract 
contingency  from  10%  ($5,218,340)  to  27%  ($14,089,518),  increasing  the  maximum  contract 
limit  to  $66,272,918,  with  no  increase  in  contract  duration;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  4%  for  this  contract.  Although,  the  contractor  did  not 
comply  with  its  original  commitment  to  meet  its  LBE  participation  of  5.96%,  all  disputes 
between  the  City  and  the  contractor  have  been  settled  per  Commission  Resolution  No.  15-0178. 


WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW36802  - Bay  Division  Pipeline 
Reliability  Upgrade,  Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  5;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Mountain 
Cascade,  Inc.  for  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  funded  Contract  No. 
WD-2542,  Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  5 - Peninsula  Reaches,  for  a total  contract  amount  of 
$55,422,978.04,  and  with  a total  contract  duration  of  840  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0251 


WHEREAS,  On  June  8,  2010,  by  Resolution  No.  10-0095,  this  Commission  approved  the 
award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  funded  Construction 
Contract  No.  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel,  to  Southland/Tutor  Perini,  ajoint  venture;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  August  26,  2010;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $226,657,700  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  1,390  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  13,  2011,  by  Resolution  No.  11-0192,  this  Commission 
authorized  the  General  Manager  to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  modifications  with 
cumulative  time  extensions  greater  than  10  percent  of  the  original  contract  duration  but  not 
exceeding  261  additional  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  additional  anticipated  differing  site 
conditions  (harder  rock  than  disclosed  in  contract  documents  and  continued  operations  under 
gassy  tunnel  conditions)  and  contract  extensions  for  tunnel  excavation  delays  due  to  drilling  and 
grouting  for  groundwater  control,  extending  the  contract  duration  to  1,790  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  12,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0099,  this  Commission  approved 
the  following  revisions  to  the  schedule  and  budget  of  the  New  Irvington  Tunnel  project  that  are 
needed  as  a result  of  construction  adjustments  necessary  to  address  very  challenging  and 
unforeseen  site  conditions  and  the  tunnel’s  reclassification  from  “potentially  gassy”  to  “fully 
gassy”  by  the  California  Occupations  Safety  and  Health  Administration,  extending  the  project 
schedule  by  447  calendar  days  by  revising  the  project  completion  date  from  October  31,  2014  to 
January  21,  2016,  and  increasing  the  construction  contingency  budget  by  $4,700,000  to  a new 
construction  budget  of  $254,023,470;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  23,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0060,  this  Commission  endorsed 
the  project-level  scope  and  approved  the  schedule  and  budget  of  the  March  2013  Revised  WSIP 
which  was  documented  in  the  Notice  of  Public  Hearing  dated  March  22,  2013,  which  added 
$3,305,495  in  funding  to  the  New  Irvington  Tunnel  construction  budget,  revising  the 
construction  budget  to  $257,328,965;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  13,  2013,  by  Resolution  13-0128,  this  Commission  approved  an 
increase  in  the  existing  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $8,005,495,  and  approved  a 
time  extension  of  53  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP  funded  Construction 
Contract  No.  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel,  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  of 
$30,671,265  for  a new  construction  budget  of  $257,328,965.  and  a potential  extension  in  the 
contract  duration  of  up  to  453  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a new  proposed  contract  duration  of 
1 ,843  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  26,  2015,  by  Resolution  15-0124,  this  Commission  approved  an 
increase  in  the  existing  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $8,907,454,  and  approved  an 
increase  in  the  contract  duration  contingency  of  up  to  69  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Water 
Enterprise,  W$IP  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel,  for  a total  cost 
contingency  amount  of  $39,578,719  for  a new  construction  budget  of  $266,236,419,  and  a 
potential  extension  in  the  contract  duration  of  up  to  522  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a new 
proposed  contract  duration  of  1,912  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 


WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that 
any  cumulative  increases  in  contract  price  or  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract 
amounts  be  approved  by  the  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  has  encountered  circumstances  in  the  field  that  were  not 
anticipated  during  the  planning  and  design  of  the  project,  including  differing  site  conditions  such 
as  harder  than  anticipated  rock,  and  compensable  costs  for  testing  non-defective  sections  of  the 
tunnel  liner  after  repairs  were  completed  for  the  buckle  failures  that  occurred  in  Fall/Winter 
2014-15;  and 

WHEREAS,  Cost  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract  amount  to 
$31,546,382,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  ($26,211),  potential  change  orders  amount  to 
$10,099,793,  and  trends  amount  to  $1,625,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders, 
would  exceed  the  currently  approved  construction  cost  contingency;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $3,666,245, 
and  an  extension  of  time  contingency  up  to  61  consecutive  calendar  days  are  requested  for 
Contract  No.  WD-2581,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of 
modifications,  if  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Human  Rights  Commission  (HRC),  predecessor  to  the  Contract 
Monitoring  Division,  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  4% 
for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  the  time  of  bid,  HRC  determined  that  the  LBE  participation  of  3.9% 
submitted  by  the  Contractor  was  acceptable  pursuant  to  the  HRC  Director’s  authority  under 
Section  14B.8(C)  of  the  Administrative  Code;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  currently  available  in  Project  No.  CUW35901  - New  Irvington 
Tunnel  and  the  WSIP  Director’s  Reserve  to  fund  this  request  and  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing 
construction  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $3,666,245,  and  approves  an  increase  in  the 
contract  duration  contingency  of  61  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP 
funded  Construction  Contract  WD-2581,  New  Irvington  Tunnel,  for  a total  cost  contingency 
amount  of  $43,244,964  and  a total  duration  contingency  of  up  to  583  consecutive  calendar  days; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider  and,  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the 
original  contract  amount  for  up  to  $43,244,964  for  a total  revised  construction  contract  amount 
of  up  to  $269,902,664;  and  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  original  contract  duration 
for  up  to  583  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  revised  contract  duration  of  up  to  1,973 
consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0252 


WHEREAS,  On  January  27,  2011,  by  Resolution  No.  11-0013,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  funded  Contract 
No.  WD-2596,  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  Long-Term  Improvements  Project,  to  Kiewit 
Infrastructure  West  Co.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  was  set  for  March  16,  2011; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $174,197,000  with  a contract  duration 
of  1 ,445  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  encountered  various  differing  site  conditions  that  required 
design  changes  and  additional  construction  effort,  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  Nos.  1 - 33  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $7,103,418, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $181,300,418  with  no  time  extension  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  1,445  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  current  approved  10%  contract  duration  contingency  is  144  calendar 
days;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  duration  contingency  in  the  amount  of  196 
consecutive  calendar  days  is  being  requested  for  a total  contact  duration  of  up  to  1,785 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise 
(LBE)  subcontracting  goals  of  8.0%,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  a LBE  participation  of 
9.1%  with  its  bid  submittal  and  this  percentage  remains  unchanged;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  WSIP  Project  No.  CUW36701  - Harry  Tracy 
Water  Treatment  Plant  Long-Term  Improvements  Project,  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  to  the  existing  contract 
schedule  contingency  of  196  consecutive  calendar  days  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  funded  Construction  Contract  WD-2596,  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment 
Plant  Long-Term  Improvements  Project,  for  a time  total  duration  contingency  of  340  consecutive 
calendar  days,  for  a total  contract  duration  of  up  to  1.785  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the 
contract  duration  of  up  to  1,785  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0253 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution 
Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2620,  8-Inch  and  12-inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main 
Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation  on  Bryant  Street,  9th  Street  and  Other  Streets  by  the 
contractor,  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  11,  2013,  by  Resolution  No.  13-0093,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2620,  8-Inch  and  12-inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  and 
Pavement  Renovation  on  Bryant  Street,  9lh  Street  and  Other  Streets,  in  the  amount  of  $3,737,165, 
to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  M Squared  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  12, 
2013,  with  an  original  schedule  of  510  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  with  an  extension  of  time  of  155  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract 
duration  of  665  consecutive  calendar  days  with  contract  work  completed  on  June  7,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increase  in  the  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved 
by  this  Commission. 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  for  a time  extension  of  51  consecutive 
calendar  days  to  address  additional  water  main  installation  for  a total  contract  duration  of  561 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  $450,344  to  address 
additional  required  night  work  and  extra  work  arising  from  the  2014  Moratorium,  increasing  the 
total  contract  amount  to  $4,187,509  with  a time  extension  of  104  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 (Final)  is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  (-$303,382) 
to  reconcile  final  payment  items  to  reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance 
bid  items,  decreasing  the  total  contract  amount  to  $3,884,127  with  no  additional  time  extension; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor  has  exceeded  the  Contract  Monitoring  Division  Local 
Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  18%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of 
22.52%  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW280,  Local  Water 
Conveyance/Distribution  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  M Squared 
Construction,  Inc.  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD- 
2620,  8-Inch  and  12-inch  Ductile  Iron  Water  Main  Replacement  and  Pavement  Renovation  on 
Bryant  Street,  9th  Street  and  Other  Streets,  approves  Modification  No.  2 to  increase  the  contract 
amount  by  $450,344,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $4,187,509  with  a time  extension  of  104 
consecutive  days  for  a total  contract  duration  of  665  consecutive  calendar  days;  approves 
Modification  No.  3 (Final),  to  decrease  the  contract  amount  by  $303,382,  for  a total  contract 
amount  of  $3,884,127  with  no  extension  of  time;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0254 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2627R,  Sutro  Reservoir  Rehabilitation 
and  Seismic  Upgrade,  by  the  contractor,  SJ  Amoroso  Construction  Co.,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  26,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0114,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2627R,  Sutro  Reservoir  Rehabilitation  and  Seismic  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of 
$27,453,000,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  SJ  Amoroso 
Construction  Co.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  August  20, 
2012,  with  an  original  schedule  of  902  consecutive  calendar  days,  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  in  1,072  consecutive  calendar  days  on  July  27,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that  any  cumulative 
increases  in  contract  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by 
this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modifications  Nos.  1-22  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $216,382  to  address 
various  modifications  to  the  bid  items,  including  reconciliation  of  unused  portions  of  bid  items 
and  allowances,  increasing  the  final  contract  amount  to  $27,669,382;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  23  (Final)  is  being  requested  for  a time  extension  of  170 
non-compensable  consecutive  calendar  days  to  address  additional  security  installations  and  other 
miscellaneous  changes,  extending  the  contract  duration  to  1072  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  made 
a good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontractor  goal  of 
12%  by  achieving  a final  LBE  participation  of  19.93%  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW33701  - Sutro  Reservoir 
Rehabilitation  and  Seismic  Upgrade;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  SJ  Amoroso 
Construction  Co.,  Inc.  for  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP-funded  Contract  No.  WD-2627R,  Sutro 
Reservoir  Rehabilitation  and  Seismic  Upgrade,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $27,669,382  with  a 
total  contract  duration  of  1 ,072  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the 
contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8 , 2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0255 


WHEREAS,  On  June  12,  2012,  by  Resolution  No.  12-0101,  this  Commission  approved 
the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  funded  Contract 
No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  Bay  Division  Pipeline  (BDPL)  Nos.  3 and  4 at  the  Hayward 
Fault  located  in  Fremont,  California,  to  Steve  P.  Rados,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  September  4,  2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $31,320,000,  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  858  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  10,  2015,  by  Resolution  15-0067,  this  Commission  approved  an 
increase  in  the  construction  contract  duration  contingency  of  up  to  86  consecutive  calendar  days 
for  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  3 and  4 
at  the  Hayward  Fault;  and 

WHEREAS,  Sections  6.22(H)(1)  and  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  require  that 
any  cumulative  increases  in  contract  price  or  duration  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract 
price  or  duration  to  complete  construction  work  be  approved  by  this  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  has  identified  trends  and  pending  and  potential  change  orders 
with  potential  delays  related  to  the  bonding  of  Polytetrafluoroethylene  (PTFE)  to  the  fixed  and 
sliding  steel  bearing  plates  supporting  BDPL  3X;  differing  site  conditions;  fault  investigation 
work;  and 

WHEREAS,  Cost  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction  contract  amount  to 
$1,085,458,  pending  change  orders  amount  to  $630,427,  potential  change  orders  amount  to 
$1,975,916,  trends  amount  to  $2,135,000,  and  the  original  10%  contingency  amount  is 
$3,132,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  change  orders  and  trends,  if  converted  to  approved  change  orders, 
would  exceed  the  pre-approved  10%  construction  cost  contingency,  and 

WHEREAS,  Construction  duration  modifications  approved  to  date  for  this  construction 
contract  amount  to  74  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  duration  contingency  was  85  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  current  approved  duration  contingency  is  171  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  duration  contingency  of  270  consecutive 
calendar  days  is  requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager's  subsequent  authorization  of 
modifications,  if  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  increase  in  the  contract  cost  contingency  of  up  to  $2,700,000  is 
requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager’s  subsequent  authorization  of  modifications,  if 
appropriate;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  established  a Local  Business 
Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of  7%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  has  committed 
to  a LBE  participation  of  9.27%;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW35302  - Seismic  Upgrade  of 
BDPL  3 and  4 at  the  Hayward  Fault;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  in  the  contract  cost 
contingency  in  the  amount  of  up  to  $2,700,000  and  approves  an  increase  in  contract  duration 
contingency  of  270  consecutive  calendar  days  for  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP  funded  Construction 
Contract  No.  WD-2629,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  Bay  Division  Pipeline  Nos.  3 and  4 at  the  Hayward 
Fault,  for  a total  cost  contingency  amount  up  to  $37,152,000;  and  an  extension  in  the  contract 
duration  of  up  to  1 ,299  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
(or  his  designee)  to  consider  and,  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the 
contract  amount  for  up  to  $37,152,000  and  to  the  contract  duration  of  up  to  1,299  consecutive 
calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  « ?ni  s 


ecretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0256 


WHEREAS,  On  October  11,  2011,  by  Resolution  No.  11-0166,  this  Commission 
approved  the  award  of  Water  Enterprise,  Water  System  Improvement  Program  (WSIP)  funded 
Construction  Contract  No.  WD-266 1 - As-Needed  Integration  Services,  to  Netronix  Integration; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  December  19,  2011; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $1,216,742,  and  the  original  contract 
duration  was  1,095  consecutive  calendar  days  (3  years);  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(2)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
extensions  of  time  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  duration  be  approved  by  this 
Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  13,  2014,  by  Resolution  14-0067,  this  Commission  approved  an 
increase  to  the  existing  construction  cost  contingency  in  the  amount  of  $600,000  for  a total  cost 
contingency  of  $721,674  and  approved  a contract  duration  contingency  increase  of  297 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  of  contract  duration  contingency  of  406  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  additional  WSIP  sites  that  require  security  equipment 
procurement  and  installation  and; 

WHEREAS,  An  additional  increase  to  the  duration  contingency  of  180  consecutive 
calendar  days  is  requested,  subject  to  the  General  Manager's  subsequent  authorization  of 
modifications,  if  appropriate;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Chapter  14B  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  was 
waived  for  this  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  is  currently  available  from  Project  CUW36302,  System  Security 
Upgrades,  which  is  part  of  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an  increase  in  the  contract  duration 
contingency  of  up  to  180  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a total  contract  construction  duration 
contingency  of  586  consecutive  calendar  days  for  the  Water  Enterprise,  WSIP  funded 
Construction  Contract  WD-266 1 - As-Needed  Integration  Services,  for  a potential  extension  in 
the  contract  total  duration  of  up  to  1 ,68 1 consecutive  calendar  days;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
to  consider,  and  if  appropriate,  to  approve  any  future  modifications  to  the  contract  amount  for  up 
to  $1,938,416  and  to  the  contract  duration  for  up  to  1,681  consecutive  calendar  days. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0257 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution 
Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2670A,  Cathodic  Protection  for  30-inch,  36-  inch,  42-  inch,  & 
48-inch  Steel  Pipe  Transmission  Main  of  University  Mound  System  by  the  contractor,  Azul 
Works,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  28,  2014,  by  Resolution  No.  14-0017,  this  Commission  awarded 
Contract  No.  WD-2670A,  Cathodic  Protection  for  30-inch,  36-  inch,  42-  inch,  & 48-  inch  Steel 
Pipe  Transmission  Main  of  University  Mound  System,  in  the  amount  of  $640,300,  to  the  lowest, 
qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Azul  Works,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  Notice-to-Proceed  date  was  set  for  April  28,  2014, 
with  an  original  schedule  of  257  consecutive  calendar  days  and  the  contract  work  was  completed 
in  257  consecutive  calendar  days  on  January  7,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.22(H)(1)  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  any  cumulative 
increases  in  the  contract  price  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  original  contract  price  be  approved  by  this 
Commission. 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued  in  the  amount  of  $45,160,  to  address 
additional  unforeseen  field  conditions  with  the  installation  of  anodes,  increasing  the  contract 
amount  to  $685,460;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2 is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  $120,314  to  address 
additional  unforeseen  field  conditions  with  the  installation  of  anodes,  increasing  the  contract 
amount  to  $805,775;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  3 (Final)  is  being  requested  in  the  amount  of  $23,595  to 
reconcile  final  payment  items  to  reflect  actual  quantities  used  under  unit  price  and  allowance  bid 
items,  increasing  the  total  contract  amount  to  $829,370,  with  no  additional  time  extension;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  Monitoring  Division  has  determined  that  the  contractor  made 
a good  faith  effort  to  comply  with  its  Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
16%  by  estimating  17.95%  participation  at  the  time  of  bid  and  subsequently  achieving  final  LBE 
participation  of  1 1.7%  for  this  contract  due  to  changes  in  the  scope  of  work;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW280,  Local  Water 
Conveyance/Distribution  Program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  by  Azul  Works,  Inc. 
for  Local  Water  Conveyance/Distribution  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WD-2670A,  Cathodic 
Protection  for  30-inch,  36-  inch,  42-  inch,  & 48-  inch  Steel  Pipe  Transmission  Main  of 
University  Mound  System,  approves  Modification  No.  2 and  Modification  No.  3 (Final),  to 
increase  the  contract  amount  by  $143,909,  for  a total  contract  amount  of  $829,370  with  no  time 
extension  for  a total  contract  duration  of  257  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final 
payment  to  the  contractor. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


15-0258 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise  (WWE)  and  10-Year  Capital  Improvement  Program 
(ClP)-funded  Contract  No.  WW-607,  Ocean  Beach  Immediate  Action  Plan  As-Needed  was 
advertised  on  September  14,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  baseline  budget  amount  is  $2,000,000  and  the  Engineer’s  Estimate  is 
$2,000,000  for  this  construction  contract  work  to  transport  sand  from  North  Ocean  Beach  to 
South  Ocean  Beach,  and  procure  and  install  sandbags  at  any  erosion  hotspots  that  may  develop 
after  storms;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  1,826  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  30,  2015  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  the 
Project  is  categorically  exempt  as  Class  4:  Minor  Land  Alteration  categorical  exemption 
under  section  15304  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA);  and 

WHEREAS,  Four  (4)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  October  15,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  reviewed  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences  and  this  review  resulted  in  the  selection  of  Yerba  Buena 
Engineering  and  Construction,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder; 
and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
20%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  a LBE  participation  of  20%  with  its  bid 
submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City's  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  ot 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWFAC01,  Ocean  Beach  Project; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  and 
awards  WWE,  10-Year  CIP  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WW-607,  Ocean  Beach  Immediate 
Action  Plan  As-Needed,  in  the  amount  of  $1,982,250,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  Yerba  Buena  Engineering  and  Construction,  Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0259 


WHEREAS,  Wastewater  Enterprise.  Renewal  and  Replacement  Program  funded  Contract 
No.  WW-619,  As-Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement  No.  34  was  advertised  on  October  9,  2015; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer’s  Estimate  is  $8,000,050  for  this  construction  contract  work  to 
replace  localized  sections  of  existing  sewer  piping  on  an  as-needed  basis  at  locations  to  be 
determined  throughout  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  duration  is  365  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  30,  2013,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that 
approval  of  as-needed  contracts  or  other  funding  mechanisms  for  the  repair  or  replacement  of 
linear  assets  do  not  fall  within  the  definition  of  a “project”  under  Guidelines  Section  15378(b)(4) 
of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  related  to  the  creation  of  government  funding 
mechanisms  which  do  not  involve  any  commitment  to  any  specific  project  which  may  result  in  a 
potentially  significant  impact  on  the  environment.  Implementation  of  specific  projects  under  the 
proposed  as-needed  contract  less  than  one  mile  in  length  would  be  statutorily  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  Section  21080.21  of  the  Public  Resources  Code;  and 

WHEREAS,  Three  (3)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  November  5,  2015; 
and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  staff  and  Contract 
Monitoring  Division  (CMD)  reviewed  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility,  responsiveness 
and  application  of  bid  preferences,  and  this  review  resulted  in  the  selection  of  J.  Flores 
Construction,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  CMD  established  a Local  Business  Enterprise  (LBE)  subcontracting  goal  of 
20%  for  this  contract,  and  the  contractor  committed  to  an  LBE  participation  of  20.2%  with  its 
bid  submittal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  firm  being  awarded  a contract  by  the  SFPUC  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Equal  Benefits  Provisions  of  Chapter  12B  of  the  City's  Administrative  Code  either  at 
the  time  of  the  award,  or  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of  the  Commission  award;  failure  of  the 
bidder  to  obtain  compliance  certification  from  CMD  may  result  in  award  of  the  contract  to  the 
next  lowest,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  or  re-bidding  of  the  contract  at  the  discretion  of 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  No.  CWWRNRCSF8,  As-Needed  Spot 
Sewer  Replacement  No.  34;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications,  and 
awards  Wastewater  Enterprise,  Renewal  and  Replacement  Program  funded  Contract  No.  WW- 
619,  As-Needed  Spot  Sewer  Replacement  No.  34,  for  a total  contract  amount  not-to-exceed 
$7,311,675,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores  Construction, 
Inc. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0260 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (City)  owns  certain  real  property 
presently  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC) 
designated  as  SFPUC  Parcel  109A  located  adjacent  to  Paseo  Refugio  and  Calaveras  Boulevard 
along  lower  Berryessa  Creek  in  Milpitas,  Santa  Clara  County,  California  (Premises);  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  holds  an  existing  Land  Use  Permit  dated  December  16,  1975 
(Former  License)  for  use  of  the  Premises  to  maintain  an  existing  flood  control  levee  (Levee);  and 

WHEREASE,  Licensee  desires  to  obtain  a license  that  will  replace  the  Former  License 
and  incorporate,  temporarily,  an  additional  4,985  square  feet  located  adjacent  to  the  Premises  for 
use  in  the  reconstruction  of  the  Levee  (License);  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  desires  to  issue  the  License  to  replace  the  Former  License  and 
incorporate,  temporarily,  an  additional  4,985  square  feet  located  adjacent  to  the  Premises  for  use 
in  the  Levee  reconstruction  for  no  use  fee;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  adopted  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines  on  January  30,  2015, 
which  provide  that  the  SFPUC  may  issue  a license  without  a use  fee  to  a public  agency  that 
serves  a utility  purpose;  and 

WHEREAS,  Licensee  is  a public  agency  that  provides  wholesale  water  supply  and  flood 
control  improvement  and  protection  for  Santa  Clara  County  and  serves  a utility  purpose  under 
Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District  ("the  District"),  acting  as  lead  agency 
under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”),  prepared  an  Environmental  Impact 
Report,  ("EIR"),  for  the  Lower  Berryessa  Creek  Program  (“the  Program")  (State  Clearinghouse 
Number  2007092084);  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  13,  201 1,  by  Resolution  No.  1 1-78,  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District  (“Board”)  certified  the  EIR  and  adopted  a Mitigation 
Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (“MMRP”)  and  Findings  for  the  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Lower  Berryessa  Creek  Program,  analyzed  in  the  certified  EIR,  will 
include  reconstruction  and  upgrading  of  an  existing  levee  located  within  the  channel  of  Lower 
Berryessa  Creek  in  (Paseo  Refugio)  Santa  Clara  County.  The  construction  work  includes  raising 
the  length  of  the  levee  with  slopes  and  replacing  and  upgrading  portions  of  the  levee  with  a new 
concrete  floodwall  and  concrete  headwall  at  the  bridge  crossing  with  a six  foot  to  eighteen  foot 
wide  low  bench  within  the  channel;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  District  would  implement  a portion  of  the  Program  on  CCSF  lands 
within  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC  ")  Bay  Division  Pipelines  3 and 
4 rights  of  way  (“BDPL  3 and  4 ROW”)  as  indicated  on  "Drawing  No.  B-4896,  Lease  P4084  to 
Santa  Clara  Water  District,  prepared  by  Hetch  Hetchy  Regional  Water  System,  SFPUC”,  dated 
4/9/13;  and  this  use  of  SFPUC’s  BDPL  3 and  4 ROW  would  require  that  the  District  obtain  a 


Revocable  License  from  SFPUC  for  the  use  of  1,200  square  feet  of  SFPUC’s  BDPL  3 and  4 
ROW,  as  shown  in  Drawing  No.  B-4896;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Program  would  result  in  temporary  and  permanent  impacts  for  which 
mitigation  was  identified  in  the  EIR  and  required  by  District  and  the  Board  in  connection  with 
approval  of  the  Program  and  some  of  these  impacts  could  occur  on  the  BDPL  3 and  4 ROW;  and 

WHEREAS,  To  implement  the  Program,  the  District  must  implement  the  mitigation 
measures  identified  in  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (“MMRP”)  to  mitigate 
impacts  to  a less  than  significant  level,  and  some  of  the  mitigation  measures  may  be 
implemented  on  the  land  subject  to  the  revocable  License  described  above  and  shown  on 
Drawing  No.  B-4896;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC,  as  a responsible  agency  under  CEQA,  has  considered  the  EIR 
for  the  Program,  including  the  environmental  effects  of  the  Program  and  the  mitigation  measures 
to  reduce  the  significant  environmental  effects  to  a less  than  significant  level;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  have  already  adopted  the  mitigation  measures  recommended  in 
the  EIR,  have  authority  to  implement  the  mitigation  measures  or  to  seek  any  required  approvals 
for  the  mitigation  measures,  and  the  SFPUC  has  no  direct  authority  or  responsibility  to 
implement  the  mitigation  measures  other  than  District’s  request  and  the  SFPUC  authorization  to 
approve  the  Revocable  License  and  to  enable  the  District,  through  approval  of  the  Revocable 
License  to  implement  and  maintain  levee  improvements  under  the  Lower  Berryessa  Creek 
Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Since  the  EIR  was  finalized,  there  have  been  no  substantial  changes  in  the 
Lower  Berryessa  Creek  Program  and  no  substantial  changes  in  circumstances  that  would  require 
major  revisions  to  the  EIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  an 
increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new 
information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the  conclusions  set  forth  in  the  EIR;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  EIR  and  MMRP  have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  SFPUC 
and  the  public  and  are  a part  of  the  record  of  this  approval,  and  the  EIR  and  other  materials  that 
are  part  of  the  record  of  this  approval  are  available  for  public  review  at  the  SFPUC  offices,  Real 
Estate  Services  Division,  525  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  10th  Floor,  which  is  the  custodian  of  records 
for  the  Revocable  License  approval;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  that  the  License  is  issued  to  a public 
agency  that  serves  a utility  purpose  under  Section  5.3.1  of  the  2015  Real  Estate  Guidelines,  and 
will  be  issued  with  no  use  fee;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  EIR  and  the 
record  as  a whole  finds  that  this  approval  is  within  the  scope  of  the  Lower  Berryessa  Creek 
Program  and  therefore  of  the  mitigation  identified  in  the  EIR,  and  that  the  EIR  is  adequate  for  its 
use  in  approving  the  Revocable  License  for  the  Program;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies,  approves  and  authorizes 
all  actions  heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  this  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  License;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the 
SFPUC  General  Manager  to  execute  the  License;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  herby  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General 
Manager  to  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  this  License,  including  without 
limitation,  the  exhibits,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or 
liabilities  of  the  City;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
License  or  this  resolution;  and  are  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City 
Charter. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0261 


WHEREAS,  On  March  27,  2012  this  Commission  approved  Resolution  No.  12-0054, 
authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to 
execute  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a Collection  Agreement  with  the 
United  States  Forest  Service  (Forest  Service)  for  the  SFPUC  to  fund  work  by  Forest  Service 
staff,  including  environmental  analyses,  value  consultation  and  land  title  services,  and 
preparation  of  a Feasibility  Analysis  (collectively,  Preparatory  Work)  for  acquisition  by  the 
SFPUC  of  25.2  acres  of  Forest  Service  land  (Forest  Service  Parcel)  near  Camp  Mather  in 
Tuolumne  County  (Land  Exchange),  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $60,000  and  a duration  of  30 
months;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  13-0039,  Modification  No.  1 was  issued 
in  the  amount  of  $21,722  for  cost  increases  for  value  consultation  and  land  title  services,  for  a 
total  Collection  Agreement  amount  of  $77, 167;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  14-0138,  Modification  No.  2 was 
issued  for  a time  extension  of  one  year  and  three  months  due  to  the  reevaluation  of  the  original 
timber  appraisal  for  the  Forest  Service  Parcel  as  a result  of  the  Rim  Fire;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  requests  approval  of  Modification  No.  3 for  a time  extension 
of  one  year  to  allow  the  Forest  Service  to  complete  the  required  environmental  review  under  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  related  to  the  proposed  Land  Exchange;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  action  would  not  result  in  a physical  change  in  the  environment  and  is 
not  a Project  under  CEQA  as  defined  by  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15378;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  will  return  to  the  Commission  for  its  review  of  the  and 
approval  of  the  required  CEQA  environmental  documents  for  the  Land  Exchange  and  any  future 
land  alteration  activities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Capital  Budget 
project  number  CUH998  for  the  Land  Exchange;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  3 to  the 
Collection  Agreement  between  the  Forest  Service  and  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
related  to  SFPUC  funding  analysis  of  a possible  SFPUC  land  acquisition  of  the  Forest  Service 
Parcel,  increasing  the  existing  Agreement  duration  by  one  year,  for  a total  revised  Collection 
Agreement  term  of  four  years  and  nine  months;  and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
Modification  No.  3 and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  Modification 
No.  3 and  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  Modification  No.  3,  including  without 
limitation,  modification,  addition,  or  deletion  of  exhibits  and  to  enter  into  any  related  documents, 
instruments,  memorandum,  or  other  agreements  reasonably  necessary  to  consummate  the 
transaction  contemplated  in  Modification  No.  3,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  City;  do  not  materially 
increase  the  liabilities  or  obligations  of  the  City  or  materially  diminish  the  benefits  to  the  City; 
are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  purposes  and  intent  of  Modification  No.  3 or  this 
Resolution;  and  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0262 


WHEREAS,  On  June  23,  2009,  this  Commission  awarded  Agreement  No.  CS-918, 
Construction  Management  Services — New  Irvington  Tunnel  (NIT)  Project,  and  authorized  the 
General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  to  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement  in  the  amount  of  $15,000,000,  and  with  a term  of  five  years, 
concluding  on  concluding  on  July  31,  2014,  with  Hatch  Mott  MacDonald;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  1 was  approved  on  July  12,  2011  for  $2,500,000,  with  a 
one-year  time  extension,  increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $17,500,000  and  the 
total  agreement  duration  to  six  years,  in  order  to  provide  quality  assurance  inspections  and 
related  construction  phase  service  for  the  addition  of  15,000  linear  feet  of  new  welded  steel  pipe 
liner  for  the  tunnel;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  2 was  approved  on  February  24,  2015  for  $2,000,000,  with 
a one-year  time  extension,  increasing  the  not-to-exceed  agreement  amount  to  $19,500,000  and 
the  total  agreement  duration  to  seven  years,  in  order  to  continue  construction  management 
services  for  final  construction  and  closeout  of  the  NIT  project,  and  to  provide  additional  quality 
assurance  inspection  for  the  extended  construction  schedule;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  3 is  being  requested  to  increase  the  agreement  by 
$1,000,000  and  to  extend  the  agreement  by  three  months,  for  a total  not-to-exceed  agreement 
amount  of  $20,500,000,  and  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  three  months,  in  order  to 
continue  construction  management  services  for:  final  construction  and  closeout  of  the  NIT 
project;  quality  assurance  inspection  coverage  of  the  final  construction  punch  list;  contractor  s 
overtime  to  expedite  final  completion;  closeout  of  supplemental  water  program  for  local 
residents  impacted  by  tunnel  construction;  review  of  as-built  drawings;  operations  and 
maintenance  manuals;  negotiation  of  final  outstanding  change  orders;  and  support  for  settlement 
of  potential  contractor  claims;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Contract  Monitoring  Division  sub-consulting  goal  of  18.2%  Local 
Business  Enteiprise  participation  of  the  total  value  of  services  to  be  provided  has  been 
established  for  this  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  are  available  from  Project  No.  CUW35901  - New 
Irvington  Tunnel;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  3 to  Agreement 
No.  CS-918,  Construction  Management  Services — New  Irvington  Tunnel  Project,  with  Hatch 
Mott  MacDonald,  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  execute  this  amendment,  increasing  the  agreement  by  $1,000,000,  for  a total  not- 
to-exceed  agreement  amount  of  $20,500,000,  and  increasing  the  agreement  duration  by  three 
months,  for  a total  agreement  duration  of  seven  years  three  months,  subject  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approval  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  9.1 18. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0263 


WHEREAS.  On  May  28,  2002,  per  Resolution  No.  02-0101,  this  Commission  approved  a 
Long-Term  Strategic  Plan  for  Capital  Improvements,  a Long-Range  Financial  Plan  and  a Capital 
Improvement  Program  (CIP);  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  5,  2002,  San  Francisco  residents  voted  to  approve 
Proposition  A (Water  System  Improvement  Revenue  Bonds  and  Imposition  of  Surcharge  on 
Retail  Water  Customers),  a revenue  bond  measure  to  fund  the  CIP  approved  by  the  Commission 
on  May  28,  2002;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  26,  2003,  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  California  Assembly 
Bill  (AB)  1823,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  submitted  to  the 
California  Department  of  Health  Services  (now  the  California  Department  of  Public  Health)  a 
report  outlining  the  projects,  schedule  and  implementation  plan  for  the  CIP;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  29,  2005  this  Commission  approved  project-level  changes  to 
the  CIP  and  by  doing  so  endorsed  the  revised  scope,  schedule  and  budget  of  individual  projects 
and  renamed  the  program  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program  ("December  2005  WSIP"); 
and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  26,  2008  this  Commission  approved  project-level  changes  to 
the  WSIP  and  by  doing  so  endorsed  the  revised  scope,  schedule  and  budget  of  individual  projects 
("December  2007  Revised  WSIP");  and 

WHEREAS,  A Final  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  was  prepared  for  the 
WSIP  ("PEIR")  and  certified  by  the  Planning  Commission  on  October  30,  2008  by  Motion  No. 
17734,  and  thereafter,  this  Commission  approved  the  WSIP  and  adopted  findings  and  a 
Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP),  as  required  by  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  on  October  30,  2008  per  Resolution  No.  08-0200;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  28,  2009,  this  Commission  approved  project-level  changes  to  the 
WSIP  and  by  doing  so  endorsed  the  revised  scope,  schedule  and  budget  of  individual  projects 
("June  2009  Revised  WSIP");  and 

WHEREAS,  On  July  12,  2011,  this  Commission  approved  project-level  changes  to  the 
WSIP  and  by  doing  so  endorsed  the  revised  scope,  schedule  and  budget  of  individual  projects 
("June  201 1 Revised  WSIP");  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  12,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0099,  this  Commission  approved 
budget  and  schedule  changes  for  three  individual  WSIP  projects  - New  Irvington  Tunnel.  Bay 
Division  Pipeline  (BDPL)  Reliability  Upgrade  - Pipeline  (“BDPL  No.  5”)  and  Pulgas  Balancing 
- Modification  of  the  Existing  Dechloramination  Facility;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  9,  2012,  per  Resolution  No.  12-0181,  this  Commission 
approved  budget  changes  for  four  individual  WSIP  projects  — San  Joaquin  Pipeline  (SJPL) 
System,  Tesla  Treatment  Facility,  Vegetation  Restoration  of  WSIP  Construction  Sites  (new 
project),  and  Program  Management;  and 


WHEREAS,  On  January  22,  2013,  per  Resolution  No.  13-0020,  this  Commission 
approved  budget  and  schedule  changes  for  one  individual  WSIP  project  - Calaveras  Dam 
Replacement  (CDRP),  after  reviewing  and  considering  the  CEQA  Findings  and  statement  of 
overriding  considerations  that  it  previously  adopted  for  the  WSIP  and  CDRP  approvals,  along 
with  the  CEQA  Findings  contained  in  Addendum  No.l  to  the  CDRP  EIR  issued  by  the  Planning 
Department  on  December  13,  2012,  and  this  Commission  adopted  those  additional  CEQA 
Findings  for  the  CDRP  modifications,  which  findings  are  incorporated  in  this  Resolution  by  this 
reference;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  23,  2013,  per  Resolution  No.  13-0060,  this  Commission  approved 
project-level  changes  to  the  WSIP  and  by  doing  so  endorsed  the  revised  scope,  schedule  and 
budget  of  individual  projects  ("March  2013  Revised  WSIP");  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  22,  2014,  per  Resolution  No.  14-0065,  this  Commission  approved 
project-level  changes  to  the  WSIP  and  by  doing  so  endorsed  the  revised  scope,  schedule  and 
budget  of  individual  projects  ("March  2014  Revised  WSIP");  and 

WHEREAS,  A Final  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  was  prepared  for  the 
WSIP  ("PEIR")  and  certified  by  the  Planning  Commission  on  October  30,  2008  by  Motion  No. 
17734,  and  thereafter,  this  Commission  approved  the  WSIP  and  adopted  findings  and  a 
Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP),  as  required  by  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  on  October  30,  2008  per  Resolution  No.  08-0200,  which 
findings  are  incorporated  in  this  Resolution  by  this  reference;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PEIR  and  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  08-0200  have  been  made  available 
for  review  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the  record  before  this 
Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  information  contained  in 
the  PEIR,  the  findings  contained  in  SFPUC  Resolution  No.  08-0200,  and  all  written  and  oral 
information  provided  by  the  Planning  Department,  the  public,  relevant  public  agencies,  SFPUC 
and  other  experts;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  completed  environmental  review  of  all  but  one  of  the 
individual  WSIP  projects,  and  is  proceeding  to  complete  the  environmental  review  process  for 
the  remaining  projects,  as  authorized  by  and  in  accordance  with  CEQA;  and 

WHEREAS,  Water  Code  Section  73502(d)(2)  requires  that  the  City  provide  written 
notice,  not  less  than  30  days  prior  to  the  date  of  a meeting  of  the  City  Agency  responsible  for 
management  of  the  Bay  Area  Regional  Water  System,  that  a change  in  the  program  is  to  be 
considered,  and  that  all  Bay  Area  wholesale  customers  shall  be  permitted  to  testify  or  otherwise 
submit  comments  at  such  meeting;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  6,  2015,  the  SFPUC  notified  the  Bay  Area  wholesale 
customers  through  the  Bay  Area  Water  Supply  & Conservation  Agency  (BAWSCA)  in  writing 
that  this  Commission  would  be  considering  changes  to  the  WSIP  at  a public  hearing  on 
December  8,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  revisions  to  the  WSIP  (referred  to  as  the  proposed  “November 
2015  Revised  WSIP”)  involve  schedule  changes  of  six  projects  (San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System, 
San  Antonio  Backup  Pipeline,  Seismic  Upgrade  of  BDPL  Nos.  3 & 4,  BDPL  Reliability  Upgrade 
- Pipeline,  HTWTP  Long-Term  Improvements,  and  Vegetation  Restoration  of  WSIP 
Construction  Sites);  and 


WHEREAS,  The  overall  program  completion  schedule  for  the  proposed  “November 
2015  Revised  WS1P”  was  not  changed  and  the  approved  WS1P  completion  date  of  May  24,  2019 
remains  the  same;  and 

WHEREAS,  During  the  30-day  public  review  period,  the  WSIP  Director  discussed  with 
representatives  of  the  BAWSCA  the  proposed  changes  to  the  WSIP;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  finds  that  since  the  PEIR  was  finalized,  there  have 
been  no  substantial  project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  project  circumstances  that 
would  require  major  revisions  to  the  PEIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new  significant 
environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant  impacts, 
and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  that  would  change  the  conclusions  set 
forth  in  the  PEIR;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  schedule  revisions 
of  the  proposed  “November  2015  Revised  WSIP”  which  is  documented  in  the  Notice  of  Public 
Hearing  dated  November  6,  2015;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  directs  staff  to  send  a Notice  of 
Change  Report  to  the  California  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the  California  Seismic  Safety 
Commission  in  compliance  with  Water  Code  Section  73502(d)(3). 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0264 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC")  staff  developed  a project 
description  for  a new  Watershed  Center  and  improvements  to  the  Sunol  Corporation  Yard,  otherwise 
known  as  Project  No.  CUW27701,  Sunol  Long  Term  Improvements  Project  ("Project");  and 

WHEREAS,  The  purpose  of  the  proposed  Project  is  to  construct  a new  Watershed  Center  and 
other  public  interpretation  and  access  improvements  for  the  Sunol  Watershed  and  to  implement 
upgrades  to  the  Sunol  Coiporation  Yard  to  improve  operational  efficiency;  and 

WHEREAS,  A Preliminary  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  for  the  Project  was  prepared  and 
published  for  public  review  on  February  18,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Preliminary  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  was  available  for  public 
comment  until  March  20,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  2,  2015,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  (“ERO"),  reviewed  and 
considered  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  and  found  that  the  contents  of  said  report  and  the 
procedures  through  which  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  was  prepared,  publicized,  and 
reviewed  complied  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code 
Sections  21000  et  seq.)  (CEQA),  14  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq.  (the 
“CEQA  Guidelines")  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  (“Chapter  3 1”);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  ERO  found  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  was  adequate,  accurate 
and  objective,  reflected  the  independent  analysis  and  judgment  of  the  Planning  Department,  and  that 
the  summary  of  comments  and  responses  contained  no  significant  revisions  to  the  Preliminary 
Mitigated  Negative  Declaration,  and  certified  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  for  the  Project 
in  compliance  with  CEQA,  the  CEQA  Guidelines  and  Chapter  3 1 ; and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department,  is  the  custodian  of  records,  located  in 
File  No.  2008.0386E,  at  1650  Mission  Street,  Fourth  Floor,  San  Francisco,  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration,  CEQA  Findings  (Attachment  A),  and 
Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (“MMRP”)  (Attachment  B)  were  made  available  to  the 
public  and  this  Commission  for  this  Commission’s  review,  consideration  and  action;  and 

WHEREAS,  A portion  of  the  proposed  Watershed  Center  site  and  an  area  needed  for  Project 
construction  staging  are  located  on  SFPUC  property  that  is  currently  leased  to  Mission  Valley  Rock 
Co.  (“MVR”)  under  SFPUC  Lease  #L3931,  for  use  as  an  agricultural/  noise/  air  emissions  buffer 
provided  around  MVR’s  existing  quarry  under  Alameda  County  Surface  Mining  Permit  32,  and 
SFPUC  staff  and  MVR  are  negotiating  an  amendment  to  the  Lease  (“Lease  Amendment”),  a draft  of 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary,  pursuant  to  which  the  area  needed  for  the  Watershed 
Center  site  would  be  permanently  deleted  from  the  leased  premises  and  the  area  needed  for 
construction  staging  would  be  temporarily  deleted  from  the  leased  premises;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative 
Declaration  and  the  record  as  a whole,  finds  that  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  is  adequate 
for  its  use  as  the  decision-making  body  for  the  Project,  that  there  is  no  substantial  evidence  that  the 
Project  will  have  a significant  effect  on  the  environment  with  the  adoption  of  the  mitigation  measures 
contained  in  the  MMRP  to  avoid  potentially  significant  environmental  effects  associated  with  the 
Project  and  that  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration  reflects  the  City's  independent  judgment  and 
analysis,  and  hereby  adopts  the  Final  Mitigated  Negative  Declaration;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  adopts  the  CEQA  Findings  and  the 
MMRP  attached  hereto  as  Exhibits  A and  B and  incorporated  herein  as  part  of  this  Resolution  by  this 
reference  thereto  and  commits  to  all  required  mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  Final  Mitigated 
Negative  Declaration  and  contained  in  the  MMRP;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  shall  ensure  implementation  of  all  mitigation 
measures  identified  in  the  MMRP  either  directly  or  via  binding  contractual  mechanisms.  The  SFPUC 
finds  that  the  measures  it  is  adopting  can  be  carried  out  by  the  SFPUC  at  the  designated  time  and  are 
feasible  at  this  time;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  is  authorized  to  seek 
Board  of  Supervisors'  approval,  if  necessary,  and,  as  applicable,  obtain  permits  and  approvals  from 
state  and  federal  resource  agencies;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Project  No.  CUW27701, 
Sunol  Long  Term  Improvements  Project,  and  authorizes  staff  to  proceed  with  actions  necessary  to 
implement  the  Project;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager,  or  his 
designee,  to  negotiate  and  seek  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  of  and,  if  approved, 
to  execute  an  amendment  to  SFPUC  Lease  #393 1 to  permanently  delete  from  the  leased  premises  the 
area  needed  for  the  Watershed  Center  and  temporarily  delete  from  the  leased  premises  the  area  needed 
for  Project  construction  staging  uses,  for  compensation  to  MVR  not  to  exceed  the  fair  market  rental 
value  of  such  deleted  premises,  estimated  to  be  less  than  $50,000,  and  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
MVR  expenses  resulting  from  such  lease  amendment;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager,  or  his 
designee,  to  enter  into  any  additions,  amendments  or  other  modifications  to  the  Lease  Amendment  that 
the  General  Manager,  in  consultation  with  the  Real  Estate  Director  and  the  City  Attorney,  determines 
are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  SFPUC  and  the  City,  do  not  materially  decrease  the  benefits  to  the 
SFPUC  or  the  City  and  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  SFPUC  or  the 
City,  such  determination  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  any  such 
additions,  amendments  or  other  modifications. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0265 


WHEREAS,  By  Resolution  No.  15-0241  on  November  10,  2015,  this  Commission 
approved  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  (Initial  MOU)  with  the  General  Services  Agency 
(GSA)’s  Office  of  Contract  Administration  (OCA)  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
(City)  and  the  GSA’s  Real  Estate  Division  (RED),  establishing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
jurisdictional  transfer  of  the  property  at  1800  Jerrold  in  San  Francisco  (1800  Jerrold)  to  the 
SFPUC,OCA  and  RED,  agreeing  to  incur  costs  and  pay  OCA  the  total  amount  of  $73,700,000  to 
accomplish  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  to  the  SFPUC,  provided  that  OCA  agrees 
to  obtain  or  construct  the  necessary  functionally  equivalent  facilities  for  Central  Shops,  and 
relocate  by  June  2017;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Initial  MOU  provided  that  the  SFPUC  would  retain  jurisdiction  over 
the  properties  to  be  purchased  for  the  relocated  facilities,  subject  to  Central  Shops’  right  to 
maintain  jurisdiction  over  and  use  such  properties  for  Central  Shops'  functions;  and 

WHEREAS,  After  November  10,  2015,  the  SFPUC,  OCA  and  RED  agreed  that  OCA, 
rather  than  the  SFPUC,  would  acquire  jurisdiction  over  the  purchased  properties  and  decided  to 
revise  the  Initial  MOU  to  address  these  new  terms  and  conditions  (Revised  MOU);  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  1, 2015,  the  SFPUC  introduced  a Resolution  at  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Board  File  No.  151215)  to  authorize  the  execution  and  acceptance  of  a ten-year 
lease  by  and  between  the  City  and  Four  Fifty  Toland,  LLC  for  a leased  site  at  450  Toland  Street 
(Leased  Site)  with  an  initial  rental  amount  of  $735,600  per  year;  the  execution  and  acceptance  of 
a Purchase  and  Sale  Agreement  by  and  between  the  City  and  the  Selby  and  the  Hudson 
Corporation,  for  the  real  property  located  at  555  Selby  Street  for  $6,300,000;  the  execution  and 
acceptance  of  a Purchase  and  Sale  Agreement  by  and  between  the  City  and  W.Y.L.  Five  Star 
Service  Industries,  Inc.  for  the  real  property  located  at  1975  Galvez  Avenue  for  $5,000,000;  and 
finding  the  proposed  transactions  are  in  conformance  with  the  City’s  General  Plan,  and  the  eight 
priority  policies  of  Planning  Code,  Section  101.1  (Proposed  Resolution);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  purchased  properties  at  555  Selby  Street  and  1975  Galvez  Street  are 
referred  to  as  the  Acquisition  Sites;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  seeks  to  enter  into  the  Leased  Site  and  Acquisition  Site 
transactions  to  further  the  proposed  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold,  subject  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  Revised  MOU,  and  further  subject  to  the  final  adoption  of  a proposed 
Ordinance  authorizing  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  (Proposed  Ordinance)  and  the 
agreements  to  undertake  development,  design  and  construction  of  new  improvements  on  the 
Acquisition  Sites  and  the  Leased  Site.  However,  if  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approves  the 
Proposed  Resolution,  the  SFPUC  intends  to  execute  the  Lease  and  the  Purchase  and  Sale 
Agreements  for  SFPUC  Wastewater  Enterprise  purposes,  and  such  action  is  not  contingent  on 
final  approval  of  the  Proposed  Ordinance;  and 


WHEREAS,  If  both  the  Proposed  Resolution  and  the  Proposed  Ordinance  become 
effective,  the  Acquisition  Sites  acquired  by  the  City  for  the  relocation  of  Central  Shops  will  be 
placed  under  the  jurisdiction  of  GSA,  subject  to  one  condition.  If  Central  Shops  fails  to  occupy, 
vacates,  or  ceases  to  use  the  acquired  property  for  Central  Shop  functions  (Triggering  Event), 
however,  GSA  must  pay  to  the  SFPUC  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  Triggering  Event  a sum 
equal  to  the  unamortized  value  of  the  Acquisition  Sites.  The  amortization  schedule  shall  be 
straight-line  depreciation  of  land  and  improvements  over  thirty  (30)  years,  commencing  on  the 
date  of  receipt  of  Temporary  Certificate  of  Occupancy,  with  a first  year  value  of  $50,000,000; 
and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff,  together  with  staff  of  GSA's  Real  Estate  Division  (RED),  has 
negotiated  the  terms  of  the  Revised  MOU,  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary  for  this  agenda 
item,  which  provides  for  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  proposed  jurisdictional  transfers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Revised  MOU  provides  that  the  SFPUC  and  OCA  will  seek  the 
approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of  a jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold 
to  the  SFPUC,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Revised  MOU  and  the  Proposed 
Ordinance;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  28,  2015  the  Planning  Department  determined  that  this  MOU  is 
categorically  exempt  from  CEQA  as  Class  32:  In-Fill  Development  categorical  exemption  under 
CEQA  section  15332.  This  MOU  was  approved  by  this  Commission  on  November  10,  2015, 
Resolution  No.  15-0241,  and  this  modification  to  the  MOU  has  no  physical  effect  on  the 
environment,  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  enter  into  the 
Revised  MOU  with  OCA  and  RED,  in  substantially  the  form  on  file  with  the  Commission 
Secretary,  establishing  the  terms  of  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  in  exchange  for 
payment  of  $73,700,000  (Transfer  Price)  from  Project  Number  CWWSIPPRPL91  for  relocation 
of  Central  Shops  to  functionally  equivalent  facilities,  based  upon  the  value  determined  by  the 
City’s  Director  of  Property,  subject  to  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  of 
the  jurisdictional  transfers  of  1800  Jerrold  to  the  SFPUC  and  the  Acquisition  Sites  to  GSA 
consistent  with  the  terms  of  the  Related  MOU,  and  approval  of  related  actions  necessary  to 
implement  the  Revised  MOU;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  SFPUC  shall  have  no  obligation  to  pay  any  amount  above 
the  Transfer  Price  to  OCA  for  the  right  to  assume  jurisdiction  and  occupy  1800  Jerrold  and 
jurisdiction  over  the  Acquired  Sites.  Any  changes  to  the  cost  of  acquisitions,  lease  or 
construction  necessary  to  achieve  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  1800  Jerrold  and  the  relocation 
schedule,  will  be  the  sole  responsibility  of  OCA;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  funds  transferred  to  OCA  are  anticipated  to  be 
expended  in  the  following  manner:  (i)  $1 1,500,000  shall  be  expended  for  the  acquisition  of  the 
Acquired  Sites;  (ii)  $6,900,000  shall  be  expended  toward  the  ten-year  lease  of  Leased  Site;  and 
(iii)  $55,300,000  shall  be  expended  for  the  construction  of  a new  one-story  maintenance  shop 
building  at  the  Acquired  Sites,  tenant  improvements  at  the  Leased  Site  and  relocation  costs;  and 
be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  any  deviation  to  this  allocation  of  SFPUC  funds 
transferred  to  OCA  shall  require  the  prior  written  approval  of  the  SFPUC’ s General  Manager; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
Revised  MOU  and  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  SFPUC  to  execute  the  Revised  MOU 
and  enter  into  any  amendments  or  modifications  to  the  Revised  MOU,  including  without 
limitation,  modification,  addition,  or  deletion  of  exhibits  and  to  enter  into  any  related  documents, 
instruments,  memorandum,  or  other  agreements  reasonably  necessary  to  consummate  the 
transaction  contemplated  in  the  Revised  MOU,  that  the  General  Manager  determines,  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  City;  do  not  materially 
increase  the  liabilities  or  obligations  of  the  SFPUC  or  materially  diminish  the  benefits  to  the 
SFPUC;  are  necessary  or  advisable  to  effectuate  the  puiposes  and  intent  of  the  Revised  MOU  or 
this  Resolution;  and  comply  with  all  applicable  laws,  including  the  City  Charter. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0266 


WHEREAS,  State  law  allows  cities  and  counties  to  develop  Community  Choice 
Aggregation  (CCA)  programs,  through  which  local  governments  may  choose  to  supply 
electricity  to  serve  the  needs  of  participating  customers  within  their  jurisdictions  while  the 
existing  utility  continues  to  provide  services  such  as  meter  reading,  customer  billing, 
maintenance,  outage  response  and  transmission  and  distribution;  and 

WHEREAS,  For  many  years,  the  City  has  considered  developing  a CCA  program  to 
allow  San  Francisco  residents  and  businesses  the  option  to  receive  cleaner,  more  sustainable 
electricity  at  rates  comparable  to  the  incumbent  utility.  See  Board  of  Supervisors  (BOS) 
Ordinance  Nos.  86-04,  147-07,  232-09,  45-10,  200-12  and  78-14;  and  BOS  Resolution  Nos.  348- 
12,  and  331-13;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  has  developed  a 
CCA  program  called  CleanPowerSF.  On  May  12,  2015,  in  SFPUC  Resolution  15-01 12,  on  lile 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Supervisors  in  File  No.  151123,  the  SFPUC  approved  initial  not-to-exceed 
rates  and  a rate-setting  methodology  for  CleanPowerSF;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  taken  subsequent  steps  necessary  to  launch 
CleanPowerSF's  first  phase  that  would  initially  be  30  to  50  megawatts  (MW)  in  Spring  2016, 
including  contracting  for  electric  supply  and  back  office  services;  developing  a customer 
outreach  program  to  ensure  potential  customers  are  informed  of  the  program  and  their 
participation  options;  and  assessing  the  costs,  risks,  and  opportunities  of  the  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  program  objectives  are  to  ( 1 ) provide  electricity  and  related  services  at 
affordable  and  competitive  rates  while  promoting  long-term  rate  stability,  energy  security  and 
reliability  for  San  Francisco;  (2)  reduce,  and  eventually  eliminate,  the  greenhouse  gas  emissions 
associated  with  the  use  of  electricity  in  San  Francisco;  (3)  support,  to  the  greatest  extent  possible 
and  affordable,  the  development  of  new  clean  energy  infrastructure  and  new  employment 
opportunities  for  San  Franciscans;  and  (4)  provide  long-term  rate  and  financial  stability  to  the 
CleanPowerSF  program  and  its  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  (CPUC)  authorized  the 
investor-owned  utilities  to  charge  customers  participating  in  CCA  programs  an  “exit  fee”  called 
the  Power  Charge  Indifference  Adjustment  (PCIA)  which  may  be  annually  revised  to  take 
account  of  the  cost  of  Investor  Owned  Utility  (IOU)  electric  supply  that  exceeds  a market 
benchmark;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  Application  15-06-001,  Pacific  Gas  & Electric  Company  (PG&E) 
requested  the  PCIA  be  adjusted  upward  by  approximately  95%,  effective  January  2016;  and 

WHEREAS,  A 95%  increase  in  the  PCIA  implemented  all  at  once  will  impose  a form  of 
rate  shock  to  CCA  customers,  and  confound  the  efforts  of  jurisdictions  like  San  Francisco  to 
implement  CCA;  and 


WHEREAS,  A large  increase  in  the  PCIA  will  increase  the  costs  to  implement  the  CCA 
program,  decreasing  the  net  margin  and  possibly  impacting  the  SFPUC’s  ability  to  implement 
the  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  CPUC  has  a long-standing  tradition  and  precedent  of  protecting 
ratepayers  from  rate  shock  by  taking  steps  to  mitigate  the  impacts  of  proposed  rate  increases;  and 

WHEREAS,  Parties  to  the  proceeding  have  submitted  argument  on  the  CPUC  record 
describing  alternative  methods  for  collecting  the  PCIA  without  imposing  the  rate  shock  inherent 
in  PG&E’s  proposal;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  urges  the  California 
Public  Utilities  Commission  to  reject  PG&E’s  proposed  increase  to  the  PCIA;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  urges  the  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  adopt  an  alternative  that  will  mitigate  the  impacts  of  the  proposed  rate  increases 
on  CCA  customers  and  prospective  CCA  customers;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  supports  the  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission’s  reexamination  of  how  the  PCIA  is  calculated  and  applied  to  CCA  customers. 


I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 
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Secretary , Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0267 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  established  a CCA  program  in 
2004  (Ordinance  86-04)  and  has  implemented  the  program,  called  CleanPowerSF,  through  the 
work  of  the  SFPUC  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco  Local  Agency  Formation 
Commission  (Ordinances  146-07,  147-07,  and  232-09);  and 

WHEREAS,  In  2002,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  the  "Greenhouse  Gas  Emissions 
Reduction”  Resolution  (158-02),  updated  in  2008  (Ordinance  81-08,  San  Francisco  Environment 
Code  § 902),  committing  San  Francisco  to  reduce  citywide  GHG  emissions  on  a stepped-down 
schedule  to  80%  below  1990  levels  by  the  year  2050  and  San  Francisco’s  CleanPowerSF 
program  can  be  a key  contributor  to  achieving  those  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  By  a vote  of  the  people,  San  Francisco  established  City  policy  “...that  the 
use  of  unbundled  renewable  energy  credits  for  CleanPowerSF  customers  shall  be  limited  to  the 
extent  deemed  feasible  by  the  SFPUC....  For  renewable  energy  provided  by  CleanPowerSF  that 
exceeds  the  minimum  requirements  of  state  law,  the  voters  urge  the  SFPUC  to  apply  the  same 
limitations  on  the  use  of  unbundled  renewable  energy  credits,  to  the  extent  feasible";  and 

WHEREAS,  In  Ordiance  124-01,  and  again  in  Resolution  227-08,  the  City  adopted  an 
“energy  loading  order”,  prioritizing  investments  in  energy  efficiency  and  conservation,  demand 
response,  renewable  generation,  distributed  generation,  and  clean  and  efficient  fossil-fired 
generation,  in  that  order,  to  provide  for  a reliable,  affordable  electric  supply;  and 

WHEREAS,  Ordinance  146-07  establishes  that  the  management  and  control  of  the 
CleanPowerSF  program  is  being  undertaken  by  the  SFPUC  pursuant  to  its  responsibilities  and 
authority  under  the  Charter,  where  said  authority  includes  provisions  to  set  rates,  after  one  or 
more  public  hearings,  based  on  the  cost  of  service,  and  at  levels  sufficient  to  provide  adequate 
resources  for  the  continued  financial  health  (incuding  appropriate  reserves),  operation, 
maintenance  and  repair  of  each  enterprise;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  complimentary  objectives  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  are  to  (1) 
provide  electricity  and  related  services  at  affordable  and  competitive  rates  while  promoting  long- 
term rate  stability,  energy  security  and  reliability  for  San  Francisco;  (2)  reduce,  and  eventually 
eliminate,  the  greenhouse  gas  emissions  associated  with  the  use  of  electricity  in  San  Francisco; 
(3)  support,  to  the  greatest  extent  possible  and  affordable,  the  development  of  new  clean  energy 
infrastructure  and  new  employment  opportunities  for  San  Franciscans;  and  (4)  provide  long-term 
rate  and  financial  stability  to  CleanPowerSF  and  its  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  August  1 1,  2015  SFPUC  issued  a competitive  solicitation,  CS-1032,  to 
procure  electricity  supplies  to  serve  a minimum  of  30  megawatts  (MWs)  (average)  growing  to 
approximately  50  MW  of  demand  for  the  first  phase  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program;  and 


WHEREAS.  Phase  One  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  will  follow  the  state-mandated 
opt-out  process,  enrolling  sufficient  customers  to  meet  the  contracted  volume  of  electricity  not  to 
exceed  an  average  of  approximately  50  MW,  and,  subject  to  initial  electricity  volume  limits,  any 
customer  within  San  Francisco  will  be  eligible  to  participate  during  Phase  One;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  27,  2015,  (Resolution  15-0222),  the  Commission  approved  a 
pool  of  qualified  respondents  to  CS-1032  for  Bid  Option  1,  Bid  Option  2 and  Resource 
Adequacy  Capacity  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  energy  supply  contracts 
with  one  or  more  of  the  respondents;  and 

WHEREAS,  By  Resolution  15-0222,  the  Commission  conditionally  authorized  the 
General  Manager  to  execute  energy  supply  contracts  with  one  or  more  of  the  respondents, 
subject  to  certain  conditions,  including  that  (i)  the  Commission  has  reviewed  the  expected  costs 
of  CleanPowerSF  service  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  finalize  the  schedule  of  rates 
and  charges  for  the  initial  offering,  prior  to  commencement  of  the  opt-out  process;  and  (ii)  the 
contracts  will  not  be  effective  until  the  Commission  has  reviewed  the  CleanPowerSF  business 
plan  and  risk  assessment  and  adopted  business  practice  policies  for  CleanPowerSF;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  10,  2015,  SFPUC  staff  presented  to  the  Commission  the 
CleanPowerSF  draft  Business  Plan  identifying  the  expected  program  costs  and  projected 
revenues,  presenting  the  risk  assessment,  and  which  included  staff  recommendations  for  a 
number  of  policies  to  mitigate  risk  and  achieve  program  goals  that  support  program  design, 
implementation  and  operations  including,  product  content,  rate  setting,  program  phasing,  supply 
management,  local  projects/jobs  funding,  program  reserves,  program  governance  and 
performance  reporting;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  establishment  by  the  Commission  of  CleanPowerSF  product  content 
preferences  and  exclusions  will  help  guide  staff  as  it  develops  a portfolio  of  electricity  resources 
to  serve  CleanPowerSF  in  the  first  and  subsequent  phases  of  the  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  staff  has  estimated  the  cost  to  provide  CleanPowerSF  service, 
and  conducted  a risk  assessment  that  identified  and  quantified  potential  variations  in  cost  and 
revenue  resulting  from  changes  in  key  program  assumptions,  demonstrating  the  program’s  ability 
to  meet  its  objectives,  which  forms  the  basis  for  the  Commission  to  set  rates  for  program  launch, 
and  the  program  reserve  policy;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  prudent  that  the  SFPUC  adopt  a program  phasing  policy  to  guide 
program  expansion  to  ensure  that  it  is  financially  and  operationally  feasible;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  standard  electric  utility  practice  to  conduct  regular  Integrated  Resource 
Planning  to  identify  near  and  mid-term  power  supply  needs  and  inform  annual  power  purchasing 
and  demand  side  management  activities,  consistent  with  the  City’s  adopted  energy  loading  order; 
and 


WHEREAS,  Stall  recommends  that  the  CleanPowerSF  program  develop  and  implement 
processes  that  monitor  and  manage  power  supply  cost  and  risk,  consistent  with  best  utility 
industry  practice,  and  present  the  CleanPowerSF  power  supply  risk  management  practices  to  the 
Commission  on  an  annual  basis;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  development  of  local  clean  energy  projects  and  jobs  is  one  of  the 
objectives  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  and  CleanPowerSF  presents  new  employment 
opportunities  in  program  administration  and  operation,  behind-the-meter  energy  etticiency  and 
generation  services  and  power  supply  development,  but  local  project  funding  should  be  balanced 
with  program  affordability,  financial  needs  and  renewable  energy  content  enhancements;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  a recommended  practice  that  a governmental  entity  should  develop 
policies  to  guide  the  creation,  maintenance,  and  use  of  resources  for  financial  stabilization 
purposes;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  further  recommended  that  the  governmental  entity  maintain  a prudent 
level  of  financial  resources  to  protect  against  reducing  service  levels  or  raising  rates  or  fees 
because  of  temporary  revenue  shortfalls  or  unpredicted  one-time  expenditures,  and  to  support 
program  expansion;  and 

WHEREAS,  Existing  City  and  SFPUC  governance  and  controls  provide  the  necessary 
structure  to  ensure  that  CleanPowerSF  risk  mitigation  strategies  and  Business  Practice  Policies 
are  followed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Staff  recommends  that  CleanPowerSF  provide  regular  reports  to  the 
Commission,  on  at  least  an  annual  basis,  to  demonstrate  the  Program's  progress  toward 
achieving  its  goals  in  the  areas  of  renewable  energy  content,  local  energy  savings  and 
production,  environmental  benefits,  economic  and  social  benefits  and  financial  performance;  and 

WHEREAS,  Staff  recommends  that  the  CleanPowerSF  Business  Practice  Policies  be 
reviewed  periodically  and  updated  as  appropriate;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  has  reviewed  the  CleanPowerSF  business  plan  and 
risk  assessment  and  hereby  adopts  the  Business  Practice  Policies  of  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission’s  CleanPowerSF  Program  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That,  the  adoption  of  the  Business  Practice  Policies  by  this 
Commission  does  not  constitute  a project  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
(CEQA). , Before  making  any  future  decisions  to  construct  or  cause  the  construction  of  new 
clean  energy  infrastructure  that  is  subject  to  CEQA,  the  SFPUC  will  consider  any 
environmental  review  documents  prepared  by  the  City  or  another  lead  agency  in 
compliance  with  CEQA  and,  if  it  approves  such  projects,  the  SFPUC  will  make  or  adopt  any 
required  CEQA  findings  as  part  of  such  approval  actions. 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  15-0268 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  established  a Community  Choice 
Aggregation  (CCA)  program  in  2004  (Ordinance  86-04)  and  has  implemented  the  program 
called  CleanPowerSF  through  the  work  of  the  SFPUC  in  consultation  with  the  San  Francisco 
Local  Agency  Formation  Commission  (Ordinances  146-07,  147-07,  and  232-09);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  complementary  objectives  of  CleanPowerSF  are  to  reduce  greenhouse 
gas  emissions,  and  to  provide  the  City’s  energy  consumers  with  renewable  electricity  supplies  all 
the  while  meeting  or  beating  rates  charged  for  comparable  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company's 
(PG&E)  products,  including,  if  approved  after  environmental  review,  the  build-out  of  local 
energy  resources  such  as  energy  efficiency  and  renewable  power  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  4,  2015  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  determined  that  this 
action  is  statutorily  exempt  from  CEQA  under  the  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080(b)(8) 
and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15273  (Rates,  Tolls,  Fares,  and  Charges)  related  to  the 
establishment,  modification,  structuring,  restructuring,  or  approval  of  rates,  tolls,  fares,  or  other 
charges  and  before  making  any  future  decisions  to  construct  or  cause  the  construction  of  specific 
renewable  energy,  conservation  or  energy  efficiency  projects  subject  to  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  this  Commission  will  consider  any  environmental  review 
documents  prepared  by  the  City  or  another  lead  agency  in  compliance  with  CEQA  and,  if  it 
approves  such  projects,  this  Commission  will  make  or  adopt  any  required  CEQA  findings  as  part 
of  such  approval  actions.  The  memorandum  from  the  Bureau  of  Environmental  Management  and 
the  concurrence  of  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  Secretary, 
and  incorporated  herein  by  this  reference;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  intends  that  CleanPowerSF  retail  rates  be  adequate  to  support 
program  operations,  future  projects,  and  a financially  independent  program,  taking  into 
consideration  program  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  Phase  One  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  will  follow  the  state-mandated 
opt-out  process,  enrolling  sufficient  customers  to  meet  the  contracted  volume  of  electricity  not  to 
exceed  an  average  of  approximately  50  MW,  and  any  PG&E  customer  within  San  Francisco  will 
be  eligible  to  participate  during  Phase  One,  with  enrollment  subject  to  electricity  volume  limits; 
and 


WHEREAS,  A primary  goal  of  CleanPowerSF  is  to  lead  with  affordable  service  with 
Phase  One  rates  and  charges  targeted  to  be  set  0.25%  below  PG&E  rates  for  comparable 
products;  and 

WHEREAS,  Not-to-exceed  CleanPowerSF  rates  will  initially  be  set  0.25%  below  PG&E 
rates  for  comparable  products  based  on  PG&E’s  current  rates,  less  pass-through  customer 
charges  including  its  Power  Charge  Indifference  Adjustment  (PCIA)  and  the  Franchise  Fee 
Surcharge  (FFS),  and  adjusted  annually  to  the  extent  necessary  to  reflect  changes  to  operational 
costs  and  changes  to  PG&E’s  rates  for  comparable  products,  less  pass-through  customer  charges 
including  the  PCIA  and  FFS  (“not  to  exceed  rates”);  and 


WHEREAS,  PG&E's  rates  are  authorized  by  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(CPUC);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  CPUC  permits  PG&E  to  levy  the  PC1A  on  the  bills  of  customers  who 
switch  to  CleanPowerSF,  in  order  to  recover  PG&E's  generation  costs  incurred  prior  to  a 
customer's  switch  from  its  generation  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  FFS  is  a surcharge  imposed  by  PG&E  on  its  customers  to  recover 
franchise  fees  charged  by  cities  and  counties;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  requests  authority  to  adjust  the  initial  CleanPowerSF 
rates  to  reflect  changes  in  CleanPowerSF  operational  costs  and  applicable  PG&E  rates  and  pass- 
through customer  charges  including  PCIA  and  FFS  authorized  by  the  State  of  California  Public 
Utilities  Commission  according  to  Exhibit  1:  Schedule  of  CleanPowerSF  Electric  Rates  and 
Charges;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  ongoing  rates  for  CleanPowerSF  will  depend  in  part  on  the  resource 
mix  of  power  purchases,  the  level  of  reserves  to  be  collected,  administrative  and  financing  costs, 
prices  for  electricity  resources  purchased  by  CleanPowerSF  independently  or  through  third 
parties,  and  the  participation  levels  of  San  Francisco  residents  and  businesses;  and 

WHEREAS,  CleanPowerSF  tariffs  may  include  a feed-in  tariff  for  purchasing  local 
power  resources.  The  prices  for  the  feed-in  tariff  will  be  set  according  to  market  prices  or  at 
levels  required  to  induce  investments  in  local  power  resources;  and 

WHEREAS,  Proposed  initial  CleanPowerSF  rates  and  charges  are  at  a not-to-exceed 
PG&E  level  and  the  methodology  for  adjusting  the  initial  rates  periodically,  establishes  a ceiling 
for  CleanPowerSF  rates.  Final  rates  and  charges  may  be  lower  and  will  be  based  on  program 
cost  of  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Charter  Section  16.1 12,  a Notice  of  hearing  on  the  proposal  to 
adopt  a schedule  of  rates  was  published  in  the  official  newspaper  on  November  16th  through 
November  20th,  2015,  and  posted  on  the  SFPUC  website  and  at  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Library,  as  required,  for  a public  hearing  on  December  8,  2015;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  10,  2015  staff  presented  the  Commisson  CleanPowerSF  risk 
assessment,  an  overview  of  the  business  plan  and  business  practice  polices  in  the  following 
program  areas:  product  content,  rate  setting,  program  phasing,  supply  management,  local  build 
and  financial  reserves;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Commission  Resolution  15-0112,  this  Commission  has 
reviewed  the  expected  costs  of  CleanPowerSF  service  and,  consistent  with  both  section  8B.125 
of  the  City’s  Charter  and  the  SFPUC  Rates  Policy,  finds  that  the  proposed  CleanPowerSF 
electric  rates  and  charges,  including  periodic  adjustments,  are  sufficient  to  cover  all  projected 
program  costs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Charter  section  8B.125  requires  the  Commission  to  set  rates  and  charges, 
subject  to  rejection  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  within  30  days  of  submission;  now,  therefore  be 
it 


RESOLVED,  This  Commission  hereby  sets  the  initial  not-to-exceed  rates  and  charges  as 
presented  in  Exhibit  I : Schedule  of  CleanPowerSF  Electric  Rates  and  Charges;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  is  directed  to  set  initial  rates  such  that 
they  approximate  no  more  than  a 0.25%  discount  relative  to  comparable  PG&E  rates  in  addition 
to  a discount  equal  to  the  pass-through  customer  charges,  including  PCIA  and  FFS,  as 
authorized  by  the  State  of  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  according  to  Exhibit  1: 
Schedule  of  CleanPowerSF  Electric  Rates  and  Charges  prior  to  commencement  of  the  opt-out 
process;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  adjust  the  initial  rates  in 
Exhibit  1 after  January  1,  2016  PG&E  rates  are  finalized,  prior  to  commencing  the  opt-out 
process;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  opt-out  process  shall  not  commence  unless  the 
adjusted  rates  are  consistent  with  the  SFPUC  Rates  Policy;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  Effective  July  1,  2016  and  each  successive  July  1 thereafter, 
the  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  adjust  rates  not  otherwise  adjusted  by  Commission  action 
by  the  annual  percentage  change  in  the  Consumer  Price  Index  (CPI)  for  All  Urban  Consumers 
for  San  Francisco-Oakland-San  Jose  published  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  (for  the 
twelve  months  ended  December  31  in  the  calendar  year  preceding  the  year  during  which  the 
rates  will  be  effective);  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  directs  the  General  Manager  to  conduct  a 
cost-of-service  review  concurrent  with  the  standard  Power  Enterprise  cost  of  service  review  no 
less  than  every  five  years  and  propose  revised  rates,  as  required  by  Charter  Section  8B.125;  and 
be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  other  necessary  rate  adjustments  will  be  conducted 
consistent  with  the  process  established  by  Charter  Section  8B.125;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  hereby  finds  that  adoption  of  this  resolution 
will  establish  rates  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  operating  expenses,  including  the  recovery  of 
program  reserves  and  allow  for  the  Power  Enterprise  to  be  financially  stable,  and  that  adoption  of 
the  resolution  is  exempt  from  environmental  review  requirements  in  accordance  with  California 
Public  Resource  Code  Section  21080(b)(8);  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  action  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  launch  the 
CleanPowerSF  program  and  to  purchase  power  from  existing  projects,  both  subject  to  specified 
conditions;  this  action  does  not  constitute  a project  resulting  in  a physical  change  to  the 
environment;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  This  Commission  directs  the  General  Manager  to  submit  these 
not-to-exceed  initial  rates  and  charges,  including  the  direction  to  adjust  the  initial  rates  prior  to 
commencement  of  the  opt-out  process  and  the  authorization  for  annual  administrative  rate 
adjustments  based  on  CPI,  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  as  required  by  Charter  Section  8B.125; 
and  be  it 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  Customers  who  opt  out  of  the  CleanPowerSF  program  will  be  assessed 
a Termination  Fee  as  noted  in  Exhibit  2:  CleanPowerSF  Termination  Fee,  which  will  be  added 
to  Schedule  M-l : Miscellaneous  Charges  in  the  current  SFPUC  Rates  and  Schedules  for  Electric 
Service. 

EXHIBIT  1:  Schedule  of  CleanPowerSF  Electric  Rates  and  Charges 


Tariff  Title 

Applies  To  Customers 
on  Following  PG&E 
Rate  Schedules 

Season 

Hours  Applied 

PG&E  Generation 
Rate  ($) 

as  of  Sept  1,  2015 

PCIA& 
Franchise  Fee 

Green  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

SuperGreen 
NTE  Rate  ($) 

Billing 

Determinant 

Non-Time  of  Use  Residential 

El,  E1L,  EM,  EML,  ES, 
ESL,  ESR,  ESRL,  ET,  and 
ETL 

Year  round 

All  hours 

0.09752 

0.01234 

0.08494 

0.10494 

kWh 

Residential  Time  of  Use  (1) 

E-6 

Summer 

Peak 

0.25565 

0.01234 

0.24267 

0.26267 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.12332 

0.01234 

0.11067 

0.13067 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06977 

0.01234 

0.05726 

0.07726 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.09116 

0.01234 

0.07859 

0.09859 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07707 

0.01234 

0.06454 

0.08454 

kWh 

Residential  Time  of  Use  (2) 

E-7 

Summer 

Peak 

0.49642 

0.01234 

0.48284 

0.50284 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.08192 

0.01234 

0.06938 

0.08938 

kWh 

Winter 

Peak 

0.32576 

0.01234 

0.31261 

0.33261 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05661 

0.01234 

0.04413 

0.06413 

kWh 

Residential  Seasonal 

E-8 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.20450 

0.01234 

0.19165 

0.21165 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.13475 

0.01234 

0.12207 

0.14207 

kWh 

Experimental  Residential  Time-of-Use  for 
Electric  Vehicles 

E-9A  and  E-9B 

Summer 

Peak 

0.20403 

0.01234 

0.19118 

0.21118 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.12906 

0.01234 

0.11640 

0.13640 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07492 

0.01234 

0.06239 

0.08239 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.10421 

0.01234 

0.09161 

0.11161 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05936 

0.01234 

0.04687 

0.06687 

kWh 

Electric  Vehicle  Time-of-Use  Service 

EVA,  EVB 

Summer 

Peak 

0.23263 

0.01234 

0.21971 

0.23971 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.11211 

0.01234 

0.09949 

0.11949 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05634 

0.01234 

0.04386 

0.06386 

kWh 

Winter 

Peak 

0.08693 

0.01234 

0.07437 

0.09437 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.05431 

0.01234 

0.04183 

0.06183 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05835 

0.01234 

0.04586 

0.06586 

kWh 

Small  General  Service 

A-l  A 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.12473 

0.01100 

0.11342 

0.13342 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.07817 

0.01100 

0 06697 

0.08697 

kWh 

Small  General  Service 

A-1B 

Summer 

Peak 

0.14538 

0.01100 

0.13402 

0.15402 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.13605 

0.01100 

0.12471 

0.14471 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.10765 

0.01100 

0.09638 

0.11638 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08851 

0.01100 

0.07729 

0.09729 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06869 

0.01100 

0.05752 

0.07752 

kWh 

Small  General  Time-of-Use  Service 

A-6 

Summer 

Peak 

0.34736 

0.01100 

0.33549 

0.35549 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.14578 

0.01100 

0.13442 

0.15442 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06976 

0.01100 

0.05859 

0.07859 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.10580 

0.01100 

0.09454 

0.11454 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06826 

0.01100 

0.05709 

0.07709 

kWh 

Direct-Current  General  Service 

A- 15 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.12473 

0.011 

0.07390 

0.13342 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.07817 

0.011 

0.05814 

0.08697 

kWh 

Medium  General  Demand 
Non-Time  of  Use  - Secondary  Voltage 

A- 10  A 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.11235 

0.01121 

0.10196 

0.12086 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.0878 

0.01121 

0.07741 

0.09637 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.34 

4.34 

4.34 

kW 

Med.  General  Demand 
Non-Time  of  Use  - Primary  Voltage 

Summer 

All  hours 

0 10488 

0.01121 

0.09449 

0.11341 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.08119 

0.01121 

0.07080 

0.08978 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.11 

4.11 

4.11 

kW 

Med.  General  Demand 
Non-Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.10174 

0.01121 

0.09135 

0.11028 

kWh 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.0762 

0.01121 

0.06581 

0.08480 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.56 

4.56 

4.56 

kW 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Secondary  Voltage 

A-10B 

Summer 

Peak 

0.1301 

0.01121 

0.11971 

0.13856 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.12206 

0.01121 

0.11167 

0.13054 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.09761 

0.01121 

0.08722 

0.10616 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.09856 

0.01121 

0.08817 

0.10710 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.0776 

0.01121 

0.06721 

0.08620 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.34 

4.34 

4.34 

kW 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Primary  Voltage 

Summer 

Peak 

0.11972 

0.01121 

0.10933 

0.12821 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.11398 

0.01121 

0.10359 

0.12249 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.09202 

0.01121 

0.08163 

0.10058 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08999 

0.01121 

0.07960 

0.09856 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07281 

0.01121 

0.06242 

0.08142 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.11 

4.11 

4.11 

kW 

Medium  General  Demand 
Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Summer 

Peak 

0.11518 

0.01121 

0.10479 

0.12368 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.10995 

0.01121 

0.09956 

0.11847 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.0901 

0.01121 

0.07971 

0.09866 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08429 

0.01121 

0.07390 

0.09287 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06853 

0.01121 

0.05814 

0.07715 

kWh 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

4.56 

4.56 

4,56 

kW 

EXHIBIT  1:  Schedule  of  CleanPowerSF  Electric  Rates  and  Charges 


Tariff  Title 

Applies  To  Customers 
on  Following  PG&E 
Rate  Schedules 

Season 

Hours  Applied 

PG&E  Generation 
Rate  ($) 

as  of  Sept  1,  2015 

PCIA& 
Franchise  Fee 

Green  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

SuperGreen 
NTE  Rate  ($) 

Billing 

Determinant 

Peak 

0.14556 

0.00941 

0.13579 

0.15579 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.09216 

0.00941 

0.08252 

0.10252 

kWh 

Medium  General  Demand 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.05720 

0.00941 

0.04765 

0.06765 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

13.55 

13.55 

13.55 

kW 

Time  of  Use  - Secondary 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.94 

2.94 

2.94 

kW 

Part  Peak 

008508 

0.00941 

0.07546 

0.09546 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06120 

0.00941 

0.05164 

0.07164 

kWh 

Peak 

0.13275 

0.00941 

0.12301 

0.14301 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0 08633 

0.00941 

0.07670 

0.09670 

kWh 

Medium  General  Demand 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.05870 

0.00941 

0.04914 

0.06914 

kWh 

E-19 

Peak  Demand 

14.06 

14  06 

14.06 

kW 

Time  of  Use  - Primary 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.72 

2.72 

2.72 

kW 

Part  Peak 

0.08110 

0.00941 

0.07149 

0.09149 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06201 

0.00941 

0.05244 

0.07244 

kWh 

Peak 

0.07547 

0.00941 

0.06587 

0.08587 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.07083 

0.00941 

0.06124 

0.08124 

kWh 

Medium  General  Demand 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.05461 

0.00941 

0.04506 

0.06506 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

17.03 

17.03 

17.03 

kW 

Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Part  Peak  Demand 

3.78 

3.78 

3.78 

kW 

Part  Peak 

0.06918 

0.00941 

0.05960 

0.07960 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05632 

0.00941 

0.04677 

0.06677 

kWh 

Peak 

0.13165 

0.00887 

0.12245 

0.14245 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.08668 

0.00887 

0.07759 

0.09759 

kWh 

Service  to  Max  Demands  >1,000  kW 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.05704 

0.00887 

0.04803 

0.06803 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

13.35 

13.35 

13.35 

kW 

Time  of  Use  - Secondary  Voltage 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.70 

2.70 

2.70 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08029 

0.00887 

0.07122 

0.09122 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05824 

0.00887 

0.04922 

0.06922 

kWh 

Peak 

0.13201 

0.00851 

0.12317 

0.14317 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.08624 

0.00851 

0.07751 

0.09751 

kWh 

Service  to  Max  Demands  >1,000  kW 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.05947 

0.00851 

0.05081 

0.07081 

kWh 

E-20 

Peak  Demand 

12.% 

12.% 

12.% 

kW 

Time  of  Use  - Primary  Voltage 

Part  Peak  Demand 

2.37 

2.37 

2.37 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08106 

0.00851 

0.07235 

0.09235 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06363 

0.00851 

0 05496 

0.074% 

kWh 

Peak 

0.08789 

0.00758 

008009 

0.10009 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.06867 

0.00758 

0 06092 

0.08092 

kWh 

Service  to  Max  Demands  >1,000  kW 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.05257 

0.00758 

0.04486 

0.06486 

kWh 

Peak  Demand 

16.74 

16.74 

16.74 

kW 

Time  of  Use  - Transmission 

Part  Peak  Demand 

3.63 

3.63 

3.63 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07011 

0.00758 

0.06235 

0.08235 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05677 

0.00758 

0.04905 

0.06905 

kWh 

Customer-Owned  Street  and  Highway  Lighting 
Customer-Owned  Street  and  Highway  Lighting 
Electrolier  Meter  Rate 
Outdoor  Area  Lighting  Services 

LS-2,  LS-3,  OL-1 

Year  round 

All  hours 

0.08711 

0.0018 

0.08509 

0.10509 

kWh 

Traffic  Control  Service 

TC-1 

Year  round 

All  hours 

0.08526 

0.01095 

0.07410 

0.09410 

kWh 

Summer 

All  hours 

0.10564 

0.01065 

0.09473 

0.11473 

kWh 

AG-1  A 

Connected  Load 

1.48 

1.48 

1.48 

kW 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.08473 

0.01065 

0.07387 

0.09387 

kWh 

Agricultural  Power 

All  hours 

0.10654 

0.01065 

0.09562 

0.11562 

kWh 

AG- IB 

Summer 

Max  Demand 

2.22 

2.22 

2.22 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

0.78 

0.78 

0.78 

kW 

Winter 

All  hours 

0.08305 

0.01065 

0.07219 

0.09219 

kWh 

Peak 

0.16747 

0.01065 

0.15640 

0.17640 

kWh 

Summer 

Off  Peak 

0.07230 

0.01065 

0.06147 

0.08147 

kWh 

AG-4  A,  AG-4  D 

Connected  Load 

1.47 

1.47 

1.47 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07662 

0.01065 

0.06578 

0.08578 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06528 

0.01065 

0.05447 

0.07447 

kWh 

Peak 

0.12610 

0.01065 

0.11513 

0.13513 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07325 

0.01065 

0.06242 

0.08242 

kWh 

Max  Demand 

2.54 

2.54 

2.54 

kW 

AG-4  B,  AG-4  E 

Max  Peak  Demand 

2.63 

2.63 

2.63 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

(per  Ma«  Demand) 

0.61 

0.61 

0.61 

kW 

Agricultural  Power,  Time-of-Use 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07143 

0.01065 

0.06060 

0.08060 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06078 

0.01065 

0.04998 

0.06998 

kWh 

Peak 

0.14516 

0.01065 

0.13415 

0.15415 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.08218 

0.01065 

0.07132 

0.09132 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05929 

0.01065 

0.04849 

0.06849 

kWh 

Max  Peak  Demand 

6.07 

6.07 

6.07 

kW 

Summer 

Max  Part  Peak  Deman 

1.04 

1.04 

1.04 

kW 

AG-4  C,  AG-4  F 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

(per  Ma«  Demand) 

1.04 

1.04 

1.04 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Peak  Demand 

1.97 

1.97 

1.97 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.06579 

0.01065 

0.05498 

0.07498 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.055% 

0.01065 

0.04517 

0.06517 

kWh 

EXHIBIT  1:  Schedule  of  CleanPowerSF  Electric  Rates  and  Charges 


Tariff  Title 

Applies  To  Customers 
on  Following  PG&E 
Rate  Schedules 

Season 

Hours  Applied 

PG&E  Generation 
Rate  ($) 

as  of  Sept  1,  2015 

PCIA& 

Franchise  Fee 

Green  NTE 
Rate  ($) 

SuperGreen 
NTE  Rate  ($) 

Billing 

Determinant 

Large  Time-of-Use  Agricultural  Power 

AG-5  A,  AG-5  D 

Summer 

Peak 

0.15475 

0.01065 

0.14371 

0.16371 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07651 

0.01065 

0.06567 

0.08567 

kWh 

Connected  Load 

3.89 

3.89 

3.89 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08013 

0.01065 

0.06928 

0.08928 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06834 

0.01065 

0.05752 

0.07752 

kWh 

AG-5  B,  AG- 5 E 

Summer 

Peak 

0.15069 

0.01065 

0.13966 

0.15966 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05066 

0.01065 

0.03988 

0.05988 

kWh 

Max  Demand 

4.70 

4.70 

4.70 

kW 

Max  Peak  Demand 

5.75 

5.75 

5.75 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

(per  Max  Demand) 

1.43 

1.43 

1.43 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Peak  Demand 

2.61 

2.61 

2.61 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07151 

0.01065 

0.06068 

0.08068 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.04204 

0.01065 

0.03128 

0.05128 

kWh 

AG-5C,  AG-5  F 

Summer 

Peak 

0.12392 

0.01065 

0.11296 

0.13296 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.07155 

0.01065 

0.06072 

0.08072 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05206 

0.01065 

0.04128 

0.06128 

kWh 

Max  Peak  Demand 

10.61 

10.61 

10.61 

kW 

Max  Part  Peak  Demanc 

2.00 

2.00 

2.00 

kW 

Primary  Voltage  Disc. 

(per  Max  Demand) 

2.17 

2.17 

2.17 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Peak  Demand 

4.14 

4.14 

4.14 

kW 

Trans.  Volt.  Disc. 
Max  Part-Peak 
Demand 

0.02 

0.02 

0.02 

kW 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.05790 

0.01065 

0.04711 

0.06711 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.04904 

0.01065 

0.03827 

0.05827 

kWh 

Standby  Service  - 
Secondary  Voltage 

S 

Year  round 

Reservation  Charge 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

kW 

Summer 

Peak 

0.10042 

0.00563 

0.09454 

0.11454 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.09256 

0.00563 

0.08670 

0.10670 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06869 

0.00563 

0.06289 

0.08289 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.09146 

0.00563 

0 08560 

0.10560 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07098 

0.00563 

006517 

0.08517 

kWh 

Standby  Service  - 
Primary  Voltage 

Year  round 

Reservation  Charge 

0.44 

0.44 

0.44 

kW 

Summer 

Peak 

0.09815 

0.00563 

0.09227 

0.11227 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.09211 

0.00563 

0.08625 

0.10625 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.06898 

0.00563 

0.06318 

0.08318 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.08943 

0.00563 

0.08358 

0.10358 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.07130 

0.00563 

0.06549 

0.08549 

kWh 

Standby  Service  - 
Transmission  Voltage 

Year  round 

Reservation  Charge 

0.36 

0.36 

0.36 

kW 

Summer 

Peak 

0.08149 

0.00563 

0.07566 

0.09566 

kWh 

Part  Peak 

0.07658 

0.00563 

0.07076 

0.09076 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05793 

0.00563 

0.05216 

0.07216 

kWh 

Winter 

Part  Peak 

0.07469 

0.00563 

0.06887 

0.08887 

kWh 

Off  Peak 

0.05990 

0.00563 

0.05412 

0.07412 

kWh 

Exhibit  2:  CleanPowerSF  Termination  Fees 


Residential 

Non-Residential 

Within  Statutory  Notification/Opt-Out  Period 

$0 

$0 

After  Statutory  Notification/Opt-Out  Period  Ends 

$5 

$25 

/ hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 

0WUL  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO. 15-0269 

WHEREAS,  State  law  allows  cities  and  counties  to  establish  community  choice 
aggregation  programs,  through  which  local  governments  may  choose  to  supply  electricity  to 
serve  the  needs  of  participating  customers  within  their  jurisdiction  while  existing  investor-owned 
utilities  continue  to  provide  such  service  to  existing  customers,  such  as  billing,  transmission  and 
distribution;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Ordinance  86-04  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City 
established  a community  choice  aggregation  program,  called  CleanPowerSF,  pursuant  to  Public 
Utilities  Code  Sections  218.3,  331.1,  366,  366.2,  381.1,  394,  and  394.25,  finding  that  such 
program  provides  a means  by  which  the  City  may  ensure  the  provision  of  clean,  reasonably 
priced,  and  reliable  electricity  to  San  Francisco  residents  and  businesses,  and  in  addition  provide 
a means  for  the  City  to  increase  the  scale  and  cost-effectiveness  of  conservation,  energy- 
efficiency  and  renewable  energy  in  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  12,  2015,  in  Commission  Resolution  15-01 12,  the  Commission 
approved  initial  not-to-exceed  rates  and  a rate-setting  methodology  for  CleanPowerSF;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  May  28,  2015,  Ordinance  No.  75-15  became  effective,  which  authorized 
the  General  Manager  of  the  Commission  to  use  certain  pro  forma  contracts,  such  as  the  Western 
System  Power  Pool  agreement  and  the  Edison  Electric  Institute  agreement  (such  pro  forma 
contracts  being  referred  to  for  convenience  herein  as  the  “Contracts”),  to  purchase  electricity, 
and  authorized  the  Commission  within  specified  parameters  to  approve  agreements  with  terms  in 
excess  of  10  years  or  requiring  expenditures  of  $10,000,000  or  more,  for  renewable  and 
greenhouse  gas-free  energy  supplies  from  facilities  in  California;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  27,  2015,  in  Commission  Resolution  15-0222,  the  Commission 
approved  as  to  form  the  selection  of  a pool  of  qualified  respondents  to  the  CleanPowerSF 
Request  for  Offers  of  Power  Supplies,  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and 
execute  one  or  more  Contracts  with  the  approved  pool  of  qualified  respondents  and  to  seek 
approval  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  execute  one  or  more  Contracts  with  the  approved  pool 
of  qualified  respondents,  to  the  extent  required;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  may  be  required  to  make  certain  payments  under  the 
Contracts  in  the  event  of  an  early  termination  of  the  Contracts  by  CleanPowerSF,  and  such 
payments  could  be  in  the  tens  of  millions  of  dollars;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  secure  the  obligation  of  CleanPowerSF  to  make  any  such  early 
termination  payments,  the  Commission  issued  a request  for  proposals  from  qualified  banks  to 
provide  one  or  more  standby  letters  of  credit  to  secure  payment  of  such  early  termination 
payments  arising  under  the  Contracts  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed 
$40,000,000  and  for  a term  not  to  exceed  five  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  After  an  evaluation  of  the  responses  to  such  request  for  proposals,  the 
Commission  staff  determined  that  JPMorgan  Chase  Bank,  National  Association  (“JPMorgan  ) 
provided  the  most  advantageous  terms  to  the  Commission,  and  pursuant  to  which  terms 
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JPMorgan  will  issue  one  or  more  standby  letter  of  credit  (the  “Letter  of  Credit”)  in  an  original 
aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $40,000,000,  to  secure  payment  of  any  termination 
payment  obligations  under  the  Contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  form  of  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  (the  “Reimbursement 
Agreement”),  and  a related  fee  agreement  (the  “Fee  Agreement”),  proposed  to  be  entered  into  by 
the  Commission  and  JPMorgan  have  been  presented  to  the  Commission  and  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  and  the  Commission  finds  it  in  its  best  interest  to  enter  into  such 
agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  CleanPowerSF  will  undertake  to  pay  all  of  the  obligations  of  the 
Commission’s  Power  Enteiprise  under  the  Reimbursement  Agreement,  including  but  not  limited 
to,  the  costs  of  any  payments  to  JPMorgan,  including  the  annual  facility  fee  and  the  costs  and 
expenses  of  any  term  loan;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  The  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  obtain  one  or  more 
letters  of  credit  to  secure  payment  obligations  arising  under  any  Contract  entered  into  in 
connection  with  CleanPowerSF  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $40,000,000; 
provided  however  the  obligations  payable  under  any  letter  of  credit  shall  be  payable  only  from 
available  revenues  of  the  Commission’s  Power  Enterprise  at  the  lowest  subordinate  lien  level 
(defined  as  the  Eleventh  Priority  Lien  Level  as  set  forth  in  Section  5.5  of  the  Power  Enterprise’s 
“Master  Trust  Indenture”,  dated  May  1,  2015);  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  Reimbursement  Agreement  and  the  Fee  Agreement,  in 
substantially  the  forms  submitted  to  this  Commission,  are  approved.  The  General  Manager  or  his 
or  her  designee  is  authorized  to  execute  and  deliver  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  and  the  Fee 
Agreement,  subject  to  such  additions  thereto  or  changes  therein  which  the  General  Manager, 
upon  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  shall  approve,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively 
evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  and  Fee  Agreement; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  or  his  or  her  designee,  and  in 
consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  is  hereby  authorized  to  execute  such  other  agreements, 
certifications  or  documents  and  to  take  any  and  all  necessary  action  in  furtherance  of  obtaining 
credit  support,  including  the  negotiation  of  one  or  more  letters  of  credit  issued  by  JPMorgan,  for 
payment  obligations  arising  under  the  Contracts  entered  into  for  CleanPowerSF.  The  General 
Manager  is  further  authorized,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney,  to  execute  amendments  to 
extend  the  term  of  the  Letter  of  Credit  and  Reimbursement  Agreement  for  an  aggregate  period 
not  exceeding  five  years  from  its  commencement  date(s),  provided  that  the  annual  facility  fee 
payable  to  JPMorgan  shall  not  exceed  $640,000  per  year  in  the  aggregate,  representing  the  fee 
tor  a five-year  term  of  the  letter  of  credit,  and  no  other  terms  are  changed  which  would  increase 
the  financial  risk  to  the  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  makes  the  following  finding  in 
compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”),  California  Public 
Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq.,  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  15  Cal.  Administrative  Code 
Sections  15000  et  seq.,  (the  “CEQA  Guidelines”),  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
Chapter  31  that  obtaining  credit  support  for  CleanPowerSF  is  not  subject  to  CEQA  because  as 
the  establishment  of  a government  financing  mechanism  to  secure  power  purchases,  it  does  not 
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identify  individual  specific  projects  to  be  constructed  with  the  funds,  it  is  not  a project  as  defined 
by  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  The  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  delegate  any  of  the 
responsibilities  or  duties  set  forth  in  this  resolution  to  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Business 
Services  and  Chief  Financial  Officer  of  the  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  All  actions  heretofore  taken  by  the  officials,  employees  and 
agents  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  obtaining  credit  support  for  CleanPowerSF  are  hereby 
approved,  confirmed  and  ratified;  and  be  it 

RESOLVED,  This  resolution  shall  take  effect  from  and  after  its  adoption. 

I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  at 
its  meeting  of  December  8,  2015. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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San  Francisco 

Water  Power  Sewer 

Services  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


CANCELLATION  NOTICE 


The  Regular  meeting  of  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Tuesday,  December  22,  2015 

1:30  P.M. 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

HAS  BEEN  CANCELLED 


For  information,  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165. 

Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.sfwater.org 
Gavel-to-Gavel  coverage  available  at: 
http://sanfrancisco.granicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?view_id=22 
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